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This dissertation was written as part of the MA in the Classical Archaeology 
and the Ancient History of Macedonia at the International Hellenic University. 
The dissertation discusses the late Classical and Hellenistic fine ware pottery 
from Karasavvidou plot in Veroia. The plot’s discovered archaeological material 
includes a wide variety of shapes and ways of decoration of fine ceramics (mainly table 
ware), which are going to be analyzed throughout this dissertation. Also, among the 
fragments studied, it is observed that the earliest fragments of the archaeological 
material originate from the Attic workshops, while in the 3rd century these imports from 
Athens were limited and in the 2nd century disappeared completely. These Attic 
products are gradually being replaced by locally-produced pottery, which are currently 
produced in mass quantities. These changes in pottery production will be explained 
according to the political and economic factors of the Macedonian kingdom, as well as 
the decline of the Attic production and subsequently, its exports. Finally, through the 
pottery of the plot, the transition from the late Classical to the early Hellenistic pottery 
will be studied, a period during which the old shapes coexist with the new ones until 
they are completely replaced by the old or evolve into new, more radiant types. 
I would like to pay special tribute to two very important people for the choice 
of the topic but also for the completion of this dissertation; to my professor, Nikolaos 
Akamatis, for his constant guidance throughout this time, for his patience and for his 
continued encouragement. Special thanks I would also like to give to Mr. Ioannis 
Graikos, archaeologist of the Ephorate of Antiquities of Emathia for his generous act 
of granting me the permission to study the excavation’s material. 
 
 













Since my undergraduate studies, the study of ceramics was of particular interest 
to me. The attendance of pottery courses was always a pleasant process and not a 
mandatory procedure. Also, pottery is the most common find in an excavation and often 
the only way for a researcher to conclude in a dating. Therefore, this makes the study 
of pottery very important for the archaeological research and an essential tool for the 
archaeologist. 
The choice to deal with the Hellenistic pottery from Veroia is due to the fact 
that Macedonia was a very important region in regard to its geographical position, the 
economic status and the political life of that period. After Philip II and the annexation 
of new areas rich in ores, Macedonia became a great power in the North. Since the reign 
of Alexander the Great and his expedition to the east, Macedonia acquired authority 
even in the eastern areas. All these political and military changes that took place in the 
second half of the 4th century brought changes in pottery, led to increased production 
of pottery in local workshops and reduced the import of Attic products. Veroia was an 
important city of Macedonia in the Hellenistic period and the findings from 
Karasavvidou plot provide the opportunity to examine all these changes through the 
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The city of Veroia was located in the heart of ancient Bottiaia in Lower 
Macedonia. The city was situated at the foot of mountain Vermion, on a terrace of 30 
meters height where a fertile plain began to spread from.1 Apart from the mountainous 
elements, Veroia was also closely located next to the northern bank of the river 
Aliakmon, benefiting from the navigable river which was used as a commercial road 
for products and people. The natural borders of Veroia were: mount Vermion to the 
West, Loudias river and its swamps to the East and Aliakmon river to the South.2 Veroia 
was also very close to both capitals of the kingdom, Aegae and Pella, which were 
situated at the crossroad of three (3) very important roads: the one which led from 
Thessaly to Thessaloniki, the second which linked the cities of Pieria to mount Vermion 
and the Varnous mountains and the third one which connected the Lower with the 
Upper Macedonia.3 These geographical factors were very important for the economic 
life of the city. 
Veroia is first mentioned by Thucydides (I, 61, 4) and although there is 
systematic and continuous habitation of the area from the end of the 5th c. BC until 
today, there are some archaeological remains which show human presence in the area 
before the 5th c. BC.4 According to some burial remains in the NE cemetery of the city, 
it is concluded that the site was dwelled at least from the Late Iron Age5, while a carving 
full with Neolithic pottery and tools unearthed at the Boitsi plot, probably testify a 
prehistoric settlement.6 The fragmentary presence of the earliest finds is due to the 
uninterrupted habitation of the site and the successive reconstruction in earlier phases, 
which occurred since antiquity but even in the modern city itself.7 
The city flourished during the Hellenistic period and it was considered one of 
the most important cities, perhaps second in importance after Pella. It was the birthplace 
of Antigonus One-Eyed and therefore, Veroia was favored by the throne during the 
 
1 Brocas-Deflassieux 1999, 31. 
2 Allamani-Souri 2014, 38. 
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reign of the Antigonids.8 The prosperity of the city is testified in the rich epigraphic 
material from that period which offers information about the structure of the society 
and the topography.9 After the Roman conquest, when Aegae had declined and Pella 
was abandoned, very soon Veroia gained political and economic power and became the 
capital of the Koinon of the Macedonians. During that period, Veroia was twice 
declared as neokoros, competing in splendor with Thessaloniki.10 
As it has already been mentioned, the successive building phases throughout the 
ages do not allow us to draw a clear picture of the layout of the city over the years. 
Since the classical period some sherds from the lower layers have only survived, in 
contrast to the rich architectural and movable findings of the Hellenistic and Roman 
period. Regarding the city walls, they surrounded the city from all sides except the 
western where the ground was steep. The first building phase was dated in the 4th c. 
BC, from which only a few remains survived and are mainly consisted from classical 
graves outside the walls. The pseudo-isodomic foundations of the walls and the semi- 
circular and rectangular towers that are visible today are dated in the Hellenistic and 
Roman periods while a huge reconstruction, mainly by spolia, was dated in 3rd and 4th 
c. AD. The haste of this construction with material in second use was due to the barbaric 
invasions.11 
Regarding the city plan in the Hellenistic period, the city was limited to the 
north part, specifically from the north walls near the city’s entrance up to the church of 
Saint Antonios (where the agora was probably located).12 In the Roman period, Veroia 
was also expanded to the south part, where the two main roads of this era were revealed. 
The one was parallel to Mitropoleos street and the second one to Venizelou. These two 
roman roads probably followed the former Hellenistic ones.13 In the city’s public sector 
at the north part, near the walls and the modern entrance of the city.14 From the early 
Roman period, the cult of the Egyptian Gods was introduced in Veroia and the existence 
of a sanctuary in their honor is also probable. This view was supported by several 
 
 
8 Brocas-Deflassieux 1999, 19. 
9 Allamani-Souri 2014, 43. 
10 Brocas-Deflassieux 1999, 19-20. 
11 Petsas 1961/2, ADelt 17, 218; Romiopoulou-Touratsoglou 1970, ADelt 25, 385-6; Allamani-Tzanavari 
1986, 19-20; Brocas-Deflassieux 1999, 35-6. 
12 Allamani-Tzanavari 1986, 20-1. 
13 Romiopoulou-Touratsoglou 1974, Makedonika 14, 164, fn. 1; Allamani-Tzanavari 1986, 22. 
14 Allamani-Souri 1993, Ancient Macedonia, 100. 
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inscriptions and some funeral terracotta figurines which could be attributed to Isis and 
other eastern gods.15 
To understand a city, its duration of residence, its economic prosperity, its 
relationship and influences with other areas, it is very important to study and understand 
the pottery, which is the most common finding in the excavations used by all people 
regardless of social, economic and religious identity as it served everyday life, worship 
and burial customs.16 In the present study, a context of decorated ceramics, mainly table 
ware, from Veroia dating in the Hellenistic period will be examined and analyzed. The 
undecorated pottery from the plot, which was numerous, will be the subject of future 
study. 
Using the term Hellenistic period, however, does not mean the era after the 
death of Philip II and the reign of Alexander the Great until the Roman conquest (as 
historians have suggested), as the change from Classical to Hellenistic period in pottery 
took place earlier in the 4th century and continues until the 1st century BC.17 As early as 
the second half of the century, a "koine" Hellenistic pottery begins (in proportion to the 
common Greek language) and is created throughout the Hellenistic world, presenting a 
common typology and decoration. The study of Hellenistic "koine" by areas and the 
rendering of shapes and styles in specific regions or even workshops, as well as the 
study of the evolution of shapes helps to create a "network" of Hellenistic pottery with 
as clear as possible common characteristics, time and spatial boundaries. It is also 
important to find vessels typical of the production of one region in another, thus 
testifying the relations between the regions and the mobility of people. These relations 
could be either financial, religious or military. Some general features of this common 
"ceramic language" are the big number and the variety of shapes, the simplification of 
the decoration and the frequent use of molds.18 
Then, with the study of the material from Karasavvidou plot19, an attempt will 
be made to describe, interpret and date the sherds examining parallels of the vessels in 
other parts of the Hellenistic world. Finally, an attempt will be made to illustrate the 
 
15 Tsakalou-Tzanavari 1993, Ancient Macedonia, 1671-1679; Tsakalou-Tzanavari 2002, 231-2. 
16 Misailidou-Despotidou 2020, 14. 
17 Drougou 1991, 22. 
18 Laftsidis 2019, 225-226. 
19 The plot is located in the center of both the ancient and the modern city, very close to the 
archaeological museum of Veroia. 
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evolution of the shapes and their decoration throughout a timeline. Therefore, through 
the above "procedures", conclusions will be drawn about the beloved shapes, the 
evolution, the decoration and the "networks" of trade of the Macedonian pottery during 







During the excavation that took place at Karasavvidou plot, architectural 
remains of a building came to light, as well as an abundance of movable finds. Among 
them stands out the large number of sherds, mainly of the Hellenistic period, coins, 
metal objects such as iron masses and nails, marble items, mortars, clay pipes’ 
fragments, as well as small objects such as loom weights, parts of figurines, lead and 
copper objects. 
Regarding the surviving walls of the building, they were made of poros stones 
and were revealed almost immediately below the surface. The eastern outer wall of the 
building is of maximum preserved length 2.15, width 0.70 and height 0.15 m. This wall 
rests on a wider wall made of smaller stones 2.60 long, 0.85 wide and 0.90 m. high. 
This one is probably a foundation of the outer wall. This assumption that this is a 
foundation is strengthened by the east outdoor area, which is covered with floor made 
of pressed clay soil and is located just above the foundation. From the west face of the 
outer wall starts a partition with direction from west to east, defining two internal 
spaces. The maximum preserved dimensions of this wall are 3.95 length, 0.70 width 
and about 0.60 m. in height. To the west, at the bearing point of the wall that separates 
the two rooms, there are small unworked stones pressed on reddish clay soil. The layer 
of clay soil, under which is the bedrock, continues to the east with a decline of the layer 
without small stones. Also, a line of poros stones that could form a third wall, was 
revealed parallel to the outer wall of the building, on which rests the wall of the 
partition. It is important to note that small poros stones and paved roof tiles were found 
here, as well as grated poros was used as binding material. The length of this possible 
wall is 3,40 m. and the width varies from 0,55 to 0,65 m. 
Northwest of the open space there is indication of intense burning, while a hole 
that may belong to a post was revealed on the clay pressed floor. At the same point and 
at a lower level than the floor, a pit with a lot of ashes and an almost intact Roman lamp 
was found. After a light brown backfilling with Hellenistic and black glazed pottery, 
the bedrock was revealed with a well-cut carving that was empty. The latter could be 
an even earlier grave. The whole excavated area was disturbed by Byzantine and 
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Ottoman pits and by modern sanitation facilities. Therefore, the plot’s area seems to be 








The first shape that will be analyzed due to its frequent presence in our 
archaeological context is the bowl, which can be categorized in two main types 
according to the rim. The first type has a convex body and an incurved rim, sometimes 
sharp, and is called echinus bowl, while the second one is characterized by a convex or 
angular body with an outturned rim.20 Bowls are table wares of serving use, most likely 
for solid food.21 According to Stone and Schӓfer, they were used in a similar manner as 
cups.22 The theory of Schӓfer that the echinus bowls were used as drinking cups is 
weakened by some characteristics, as the lack of handles and the incurved rim which 
do not allow easy drinking.23 Concerning the beginning and the end of each bowl type’s 
production, a chronological lineage cannot be defined as there are types which 
coexisted from time to time. 
The echinus bowl is divided in shallow and deep, while the shallow one has also 
two subdivisions, the Classical and the Hellenistic. The diversity of the echinus bowl is 
fully reflected in the findings of Karasavvidou plot. The earliest sample of this category 
probably consists of the total glazed but unstamped shallow bowl No. 1 (Plate 1), which 
belongs to the Hellenistic type.24 The ring foot with the slightly angular profile, the 
ungrooved resting surface, the diameter and the thin glaze determine the dating of the 
bowl to be placed in the last quarter of the 4th century until 250 BC, when the echinus 
bowl become less common. Similar to bowl No. 1 are the bowls from Mavropigi25 and 
Aiginio26 which are dated from the late 4th until the early 3rd century, the late 4th century 





20 Drougou-Touratsoglou 1998, 130. 
21 Agora XXIX, 158, 161. 
22 Morgantina VI, 92-93. Stone distinguishes the bowls and the container they received according to their 
size. He considered some small bowls as saltcellars for condiments. 
23 Schӓfer 1968, 37; Agora XXIX, 161, fn. 55. This view also supported by Manolis Andronikos, who 
claimed that bowls are used both for solids and liquids. Andronikos 1955, AEph, 36. 
24 For the type see Agora XXIX, 158-159. 
25 Karamitrou-Mentesidi 2014, Η’ ΕλλΚερ, 243, pl. 84, fig. b. 
26 Kotitsa 2007, 86, pl. 22, fig. 6 (Πυ1514). 
27 Kotitsa 2014, Η’ ΕλλΚερ, 415, pl. 140, fig. b. 
28 Zafeiropoulou-Kolia 1997, Δ’ ΕλλΚερ, 287, pl. 213, fig. e. 
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and Lete29 and that from Charonitakis plot in Veroia30 dated in the middle 4th century 
BC. According to the Athenian standards, the type appeared around 325 BC and was 
produced until the middle of the 3rd century BC. No. 1 is closer to bowl P 7362 from 
the Athenian Agora which is dated in 310-300 BC.31 In conclusion bowl No. 1 is dated 
after the middle of the 4th century BC, as its parallel from the Charitonakis plot, perhaps 
in the last quarter of the century. 
Bowl No. 6 (Plate 2) belongs to the Classical type.32 The body is shallow convex 
and the rim incurved. It bears almost shiny black glaze all over its surface and rouletting 
decoration of two fine lines, closely spaced, at the floor.33 Based on typology, glaze and 
decoration the bowl must be dated ca. 300 BC and perhaps could be attributed to an 
Attic workshop.34 
In the second half of the 3rd century the production of shallow bowls ends and 
they are replaced by the deep ones that are already known from the 4th century.35 Bowl 
No. 5 (Plate 2) is dated from the 2nd until the 1st century BC due to its straight wall and 
the sharp angle of the incurved rim. Similar incurved bowls dated in this period were 
also found in Athens36, Delos37, Myrtos38 and Bosporus.39 The sharply incurved rolled 
rim and the convex deep body of bowl No. 3 (Plate 1) places it in the second quarter of 
the 2nd century.40 The last two bowls, Nos. 2 and 4 (Plates 1 and 2) are dated in the late 
2nd or 1st century BC and belong to a later type of deep bowls, the semi glazed, which 
are similar and contemporary with the semi glazed outturned rim bowls and will be 
discussed below. Although of later dating, bowl No. 2 brings some characteristics of 
 
 
29 Tzanavari-Filis 2002, ADelt 57, 205, fig. 83 (ΜΘ 22935). 
30 Drougou-Touratsoglou 1990, Β’ ΕλλΚερ, 76, 82, pl. 48, fig. Δ+Ι 30. 
31 Agora XXIX, 162, 340, pl. 62, fig. 984. 
32 For the type see Agora XXIX, 161-162. 
33 For rouletting decoration see Agora XII, 30-1; Agora XXIX, 37-38, 143, 309, pl. 142, fig. 637 (P 
7425). 
34 The lack of the foot and the fragmentation of the floor complicate the dating. If the rouletting encloses 
linked palmettes the bowl must be dated in the late 4th c., but if the decoration consists of free palmettes 
or rouletting alone, then the right dating is after 310 until the early 3rd century BC. See Agora XXIX, 
161-162, 339, pl. 62, fig. 980 (P 28742). 
35 Agora XXIX, 162. For deep bowls until the last quarter of the 4th century see Agora XII, 132. Deep 
bowls first appeared in Italy from the late 3rd century and then in Athens around the middle of the century. 
Pliakou 2014, Η’ ΕλλΚερ, 89. 
36 Agora XXIX, 163, 341, pl. 63, fig. 1007 (P 27433). Susan Rotroff dates earlier this type around 225- 
175 BC. 
37 Zafeiropoulou-Chatzidakis 1994, Γ’ ΕλλΚερ, 243, pl. 191, fig. b. 
38 Eiring 2000, Ε’ ΕλλΚερ, 57, pl. 29, fig a:1. 
39 Zhuravlev 2011, Ζ’ ΕλλΚερ, 872, pl. 353, fig. e:6. 
40 Agora XXIX, 163, 343, pl. 63, fig. 1023 (P 14334). 
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earlier examples, as the pointed and scraped underside.41 Incurved bowls with low ring 
foot and deep body also appeared in the Agora of Thessaloniki42 from the second 
quarter of the 2nd until the early 1st century BC, in the Athenian Agora43 from the late 
2nd until the first century, in Pella44 after 150 BC, in Veroia45 in the second half of the 
2nd century, in Lamia46 and the necropolis of Narthakio47 in the early 2nd century. Bowls 
with similar profile with bowl No. 4 with the sharp incurved rim48 were also found in 
ancient Epidaurus in the middle of the 2nd century49 and in Epirus, at the site of ‘’Megalo 
Gardikio’’ dated in the late 2nd century.50 
The earliest example of bowls with outturned rim represented by No. 11 (Plate 
4) belongs to the Hellenistic type and is dated possibly in the second quarter of the 3rd 
century due to its shallow and angular body.51 This shape of outturned bowls exists also 
in Anatolia in a black glazed version dating in Early Hellenistic period (333-275 BC).52 
Most possibly in the 3rd century is dated the second Hellenistic bowl No. 9 (Plate 3) 
with its small diameter, shallow body, angular profile and short outturned rim.53 The 
same characteristics bear the bowls Π 10782 from Figalia,54 dated in the first half of the 
3rd century BC and Pieria55 which is dated in 315-310 BC. The latest examples of 
outturned rim bowls (Nos. 7, 8, 10) (Plates 3 and 4) are attributed to the late group of 
semi glazed bowls, dating in late 2nd until early 1st century. This group is characterized 
by its glaze at the interior and the upper exterior surface, the angular profile of the body 
and three different categories based on diameter of the body.56 The bowls from 
 
41 Agora XXIX 1997, 162-163. 
42 Adam-Veleni – Georgaki – Kalavria - Mpoli 2000, Ε’ ΕλλΚερ, 279, pl. 140 fig. c:1. 
43 Agora XXIX, 162-164, 343, pl. 63, fig. 1025 (P 16100) (110-86 BC). 
44 Lilimpaki-Akamati 1994, 147, pl. 6, fig. a:1. 
45 Drougou-Touratsoglou 1998, 128, pl. 11, fig c (Π 1265). 
46 Papakonstantinou 1997, Δ’ ΕλλΚερ, 57, pl. 44, fig. a (Κ 4338). 
47 Mpougia 2011, Ζ’ ΕλλΚερ, 339-340, pl. 136, fig. b (K 10083). 
48 According to Susan Rotroff the sharply incurved rim appeared in the second quarter of the 2nd century 
BC, but the semi glazed decoration pulls down the bowl to the late 2nd century. Agora XXIX, 163. 
49 Proskinitopoulou 2000, Ε’ ΕλλΚερ, 397-398, pl. 209, fig. a. 
50 Pliakou 2014, Η’ ΕλλΚερ, 89, pl. 21, fig. 7840. 
51 For the shape see Agora XXIX, 158-159, 333, pl. 60, fig. 905 (P 28043) (ca. 275 BC). Similar in shape 
is the outturned bowl A9 from Athens. A9 bowl dated in the end of the 4th century. Tompson 1934, 
Hesperia, 435, fig. 117, A9. This bowl is earlier than the one from Karasavvidou plot due to the types of 
stamped palmettes and rouletting decoration, elements that lack from Veroia’s later bowl. The Classical 
type of outturned bowls is not represented in findings from Karasavvidou plot. 
52 Stewart 2013, 184, fig. 5. 
53 For the shape see Agora XXIX, 158-159. 
54 Arapogianni 2011, Ζ’ ΕλλΚερ, 98, pl. 43, fig e. 
55 Kotitsa 2014, Η’ ΕλλΚερ, 413, pl. 139, fig. b. The example from Veroia must be dated later because 
of its more angular body and the lack of the total black glaze. 
56 For semi glazed bowls see Agora XXIX, 159-160. 
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Karasavvidou plot are of regular (No. 8, 1057) and medium (No. 7) size and for this 
reason their dating should probably be limited to the late 2nd century, as in the 1st century 
larger bowls were made.58 Bowl No. 7 finds its early parallels in ancient Pella59, 
Aiginio60 and Lete61, which are dated in early 3rd, in the late first until early second 
quarter of the 3rd and the 3rd century BC respectively. Similar are the bowls from plot 
Kioseoglou in Veroia62 and in Athens63 which follow the chronology of the semi glazed 
type in the late 2nd until the early 1st century. The example from Karasavvidou plot 
could be dated in the late 2nd century. Fragment No 8 except the standard parallel of 
Athens64 exists also in Mytilene65 in the middle 2nd century BC. Bowl No 10 finds 
correspondence with the semi glazed bowl P 5999 from the Athenian Agora66 and is 
dated in 100-70 BC. Bowls with the same profile and semi glazing also appeared in 
Corinth around the same time.67 
An unusual version of the shape of bowl is the deep one with projecting rim 
(No. 12) (Plate 4). The type appeared in the early 3rd century but the massive production 
began in the second quarter of the century until the early 1st century BC. The 
fragmentation of the bowl does not allow a specific dating. The convex and downturned 
rim places the fragment in the 2nd century, at the middle of the deep bowl’s production.68 










57 Similar to the bowl No 10 is the outturned bowl from Thessaloniki which dated in the first twenty 
years of the 3rd century, despite its semi glazing. Tzanavari – Tsimpidou-Auloniti 2018, Θ’ ΕλλΚερ, 76, 
pl. 2, fig. b:2. 
58 Agora XXIX, 160. For the bowl No. 8 see Komvou-Ralli 1997, Δ΄ΕλλΚερ, pl. 161, fig. e. This bowl 
is also angular and the rim is suchlike outturned and is dated in the middle 2nd century BC. 
59 Lilimpaki-Akamati 1989-1991, ADelt 44-46, 114, pl. 41, fig. b:3 (89.127). 
60 Kotitsa 2007, 92, pl. 40, fig. 13 (Πυ1154). 
61 Tzanavari-Philis 2011, Ζ’ ΕλλΚερ, 447, pl. 187, fig. b (ΜΘ 22739). 
62 Drougou-Touratsoglou 1998, 86, 92, pl. 60, Π 2106. 
63 Agora XXIX, 159-160, 337, pl. 61, fig. 950 (P 5998) (110-70 BC). 
64 Agora XXIX, 159-160, 338, pl. 61, fig. 952 (P 5997) (100-70 BC). 
65 Komvou-Ralli 1997, Δ΄ΕλλΚερ, 245, pl. 161, fig. e. 
66 Agora XXIX, 159-160, 337, pl. 61, fig. 951 (P 5999). 
67 James 2010, 97-98, pl. 12, fig. 124. 
68 Agora XXIX, 168. 
69 Tompson 1934, Hesperia, figs. 28, 85, C6, E50 respectively; Agora XXIX, 167-168, 348, pl. 66, fig. 







Besides the bowls that were found in abundance, very common finding are also 
the plates. Αs well as bowls, plates present a great variety among the findings from the 
plot. The earliest fragment No. 17 (Plate 6) seems to belong to the type of plate with 
thickened edge.70 The rim, obviously thickened at the edge, is outturned forming a 
convex profile at the top with two decorative reserved grooves at the upper surface of 
the rim and one third at the vertical face. The above typology, but mainly the 
overpainted decoration from diluted clay, places the fragment in the first half of the 3rd 
century.71 
In the second third of the 3rd century a new type of plate was produced, the 
saucer.72 Rim No. 15 (Plate 5) is one of them and can be dated after 225 BC, due to its 
convex downturned rim with a reserved groove at the edge of the floor. Other plates of 
this type were discovered in Isthmia73 in the 3rd century BC, in Achinos74 from the late 
3rd until the middle 1st century, in Maroneia75 dating in the 3rd and 2nd century BC and 
in Pergamon76 dated in the 2nd century. Comparison with the examples mentioned above 
places the plate No. 15 at the end of the 3rd until the 2nd century BC.77 
Probably in the same category, but to a later type, belongs plate No. 13 (Plate 
5). The particular plate preserves some early features, as the narrow almost horizontal 
rim and the angular junction of the rim with the body, elements that appeared in the 
earliest examples of the 3rd century. The possible slightly downturned rim place it after 
225 BC and the lack of thin walls contributes to a dating before 150 BC. However, the 
 
 
70 This type first appeared in the middle of the 5th century BC. For its development at the earlier years 
see Agora XII, 145-146 and for the later Agora XXIX 1997, 142. 
71 More specific the fragments from the Athenian Agora preserve over painted decoration with white 
color and are dated ca. 275 BC. Agora XXIX, 142, 308, pl. 45, fig. 626 (P 7348). 
72 For the shape see Agora XXIX, 149-150. 
73 Anderson-Stojanovic 1997, Δ’ ΕλλΚερ, 15, pl. 6, fig. IP 6505. 
74 Stamoudi 2004, ΣΤ’ ΕλλΚερ, 164, pl. 45, fig. K 9277. 
75 Deoudi 2018, Θ’ ΕλλΚερ, 280, pl. 2, fig. e-h. 
76 Japp 2018, Θ’ ΕλλΚερ, 579, pl. 1, fig. a:9. 
77 Similar rim have also a deep bowl with projecting rim from the Athenian Agora, dating in 250-220 BC 
due to its convex downturned rim, a lekanis shaped vessel from Veroia dating in the 1st century, a fish 
plate from Hrakleio in Pieria dating in the second or third quarter of the 3rd century and a second fish 
plate from the sanctuary of Eukleia in Vergina dating in the second quarter of the 2nd century BC. Agora 
XXIX, 167-168, 348, pl. 66, fig. 1092 (P 16257); Drougou-Touratsoglou 1990, Β’ ΕλλΚερ, 78, 89, pl. 




traces of glaze at the outside surface imply a semi glazing, which applies on late 2nd and 
early 1st century saucers.78 A similar saucer was found in Trypitos of Crete79 and is 
dated around 225-150 BC, a date that fits with the above assumptions for plate No. 13 
from Veroia, except with its semi glazed surface. Also, a flat rim plate was found in 
Panayia Field at Corinth and dates in the 2nd century or the first quarter of the 1st century 
BC.80 
One of the most common types of plates in the Hellenistic period are those with 
rolled rim.81 Rolled rim plate No. 16 (Plate 6) is a later variant because of the sharply 
incurved rim and the undercut on the inside rim. These plates are dated around 150-110 
BC and are characterized by their flaring wall, the almost horizontal rim and the 
reserved grooves at the exterior surface. Regarding to its glaze, the plate is semi glazed 
which is a feature of examples that is common in the last decade of the 2nd century and 
the early 1st century. However plate No. 16 must be dated around 110 BC when the 
sharply and undercut rim stops being produced but at the same time, the semi glazing 
is introduced.82 Another later type is the plate with offset rim which is produced in 
Athens from 150 until 86 BC and is distinguished for its convex upper surface, the ridge 
that formed the inner edge of the rim and the reserved groove that links the rim with 
the floor.83 The sherd of the plate with offset rim No. 14 (Plate 5) is dated in the late 
second century, and finds parallel examples in Athens84 and a variant of the type in 
Paphos.85 
Numerous are the fragments of fishplates that came to light from the rescue 





78 This type is introduced ca. 270 and manufactured until 50 BC. Saucer No. 13 resembles with 764 and 
770 from the Athenian Agora due to their sharp angle at the junction of rim and body (late 2nd – early 1st 
c. BC) and with 743 because their outer profile does not form a vertical angle (200-175 BC). For bowls’ 
with projecting rim development see Agora XXIX, 149-150. This type of rim refers also to deep bowl 
with projecting rim, which dating in 3rd century due to their horizontal and flat rim. Agora XXIX, 167- 
168, 348, pl. 66, fig. 1090. (P 26890) (275-250 BC) 
79 Vogeikoff-Brogan 2011, Ζ’ ΕλλΚερ, 551-552, pl. 233, fig. 2. 
80 James 2010, 116-118, pl. 23, fig. 162. 
81 For this type see Agora XXIX, 142-145. 
82 The development from the shallow plate to this deeper one, maybe indicates change in eating habits. 
Agora XXIX, 145, 313, pl. 49, fig. 682 (P 8575) (150-110 BC). 
83 Agora XXIX, 154. 
84 Tompson 1934, Hesperia, 371, 434, fig. 55, D1; Agora XXIX, 327, pl. 57, fig. 840 (p 3331) (140-110 
BC). 
85 Papoutsi-Wꝲadyka 1994, Γ’ ΕλλΚερ, 266, pl. 217, fig. 219. 
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century BC.86 Between the five selected sherds which will be presented in this study, 
two belong to foots (Nos. 18, 19) and three to rims (Nos. 20, 21, 22). The earliest 
fishplate No. 19 (Plate 7), which is dated in 290-275 BC, has a convex ring foot with 
flat resting surface, slightly nipped and unglazed underside. The depression is shallow 
and beveled, forming a ridge and a reserved groove around. The glaze is black and very 
thin.87 Later characteristics are represented by foot No. 18 (Plate 6). The basic 
differences are that the underside is slightly concave, and that the deeper depression is 
cut vertical. Additionally, on the ridge of No. 19 there is a thick ring around the 
depression and a wider reserved groove, while the glaze is not total black and thin. All 
these typological features place the fragment in 225-175 BC.88 Worth noting is that 
according to Rotroff, the Hellenistic fishplates are always glazed underside89 but the 
plates discussed are not. This fact may be interpreted as a characteristic feature of local 
production. 
Very common in excavation’s findings are also the fishplates’ rims. The vertical 
rim No. 20 (Plate 7) forms a sharp angle at the junction of the rim with the floor, which 
is usual in examples of 4th century while from the 3rd century this angle became 
smoother. Also, the thin black glaze, the absolutely flat floor and the wide reserved 
groove at the end of the floor, just before the rim bends down, contribute to an early 
dating and possibly to an Attic origin. This early dating is strengthened by the existence 
of a similar fish plate in the Athenian Agora dating in 350-325 BC90 and in a second 
one in the tomb of Marina in Naousa, which is dated in the early 3rd century.91 In the 
early 3rd century, rim No. 22 (Plate 7) must be placed. The rim retains the sharp angle, 
not as sharp as No. 20, and bears a wide reserved groove at the end of the floor. Similar 
examples come from Athens92 and Alexandria and are dated from the late 4th century 
until 290 BC.93 The latest example is plate No. 21 (Plate 7), the rim of which is smoother 
 
86 The end of production in each region differs. In Athens the production of fishplates stops around 175 
BC but in other Mediterranean sites continued until the 1st century BC. For the Attic production from the 
5th-late 4th century see Agora XII, 147-148. And from the last quarter of 4th century and later see Agora 
XXIX, 146-149. 
87 Similar is fish plate P 28134 from the Athenian Agora which is dated in 290-275 BC. Agora XXIX, 
146-149, 316, pl. 51, fig. 716. 
88 Agora XXIX, 147-148, 317, pl. 51, figs. 716, 731 (P 23743). 
89 Agora XXIX 1997, 147. 
90 Agora XXIX, 146-149, 315, pl. 50, fig. 709 (P 25681). 
91 Lilimpaki-Akamati 1994, 105. The dating of the tomb must be used as a terminus ante quem and not 
as the dating of the fish plate. 
92 Agora XXIX, 148, 315, pl. 50, fig. 713 (P 23538) (310-290 BC). 
93 Harlaut 2018, Θ’ ΕλλΚερ, 603, pl. 2, fig. a:6. 
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and not so angular: however reserved groove at the end of the floor remains, but the 
point where the reserved groove exists, is now convex.94 The Athenian95 parallel is 




















































94 Agora XXIX, 148. 
95 Agora XXIX, 148, 317, pl. 51, fig. 726 (P 11445) (ca. 225 BC). 







A significant shape of tableware which was found in the plot is the kantharos. 
This shape was fewer in discoveries compared to bowls and plates, however they show 
diversity. The finding of many kantharoi types in the plot gives us the opportunity to 
study the evolution of shape and types that were preferred in the area during the 
Hellenistic period. The first type that dominates in the early Hellenistic period and had 
its roots to the previous era is the Classical kantharos, which began being produced in 
Athens during the 4th century and continued until the second quarter of the 3rd. In some 
cases, such as that of Veroia, their production continued until the first half of the same 
century.97 This first variant had a convex plumb lower body with decorative vertical 
ribs. The upper wall is almost straight or more common slightly concave.98 Fragment 
No. 29 (Plate 9) is a part of the lower wall with ribbing. The deeply marked and widely 
spaced ribbing which is also tangible inside and the plumb body allow us to date the 
fragment in the late 4th century.99 A later Classical kantharos (No. 30) (Plate 10) is 
marked by a wider but not so deeply curved ribbing. Also, the smoothening of the 
junction from the lower to the upper wall places the fragment in the early 3rd century.100 
Another distinctive variant of the shape is kantharos No. 28 (Plate 9) which is also dated 
in the late 4th century BC. This fragment belongs to a Classical kantharos with the 
peculiarity that at the point of transition from the lower wall to the upper concave part 
there is a plastic ring with vertical narrow reserved grooves. The shape with this 
peculiarity is introduced at the same time both in Athens and Macedonia in the middle 
4th century.101 Kantharoi with similar plastic ring were discovered also in Herakleion of 
 
97 Kolia 2006, 50-51. For Veroia’s kantharoi of the second half of the 3rd century see Drougou- 
Touratsoglou 1998, 152, pl. 66, figs Π 2171, Π 2173. 
98 For the shape see Agora XXIX, 83-85. For ribbing and its development throughout the years see Agora 
XII, 21-22; Corbett 1949, Hesperia, 333, note 81. 
99 Maybe later examples are the Classical kantharoi from the deposit, found at the Acropolis’ Museum 
excavation, which are dated in the early 3rd century BC. These kantharoi bear West Slope decoration, 
something that is not sure for Veroia’s example. Eleutheratou 2011, Ζ’ ΕλλΚερ, 248, pl. 99, figs. NMA 
308, 300, 307. Three later Attic examples come from pyre 46 and 58 of the Athenian Agora and P 7389 
which are dated in ca. 285-275 and a fourth from Lete dating ca. 300 BC. Rotroff 2013, 159, 171, figs. 
91, 108 (P 18571, P 26218); Agora XXIX, 244, pl. 5, fig. 26 (P 7359); Tzanavari-Filis 2002, Adelt 57, 
183, fig. 50 (ΜΘ 22541) respectively. This decorative ribbing on the calyx body appeared also in 
examples from Naxos and follow the Attic chronology. Kolia 2006, 50-52, pl. 3, figs. B 16, B 17 (first 
quarter of the 3rd century BC). 
100 The shape seems to have the same development also in Athens and Pella, where Classical kantharoi 
with wide spaced ribbing are dated in the early 3rd century BC. Agora XXIX, 84, pl. 1, fig. 6 (P28711) 
(325-300 BC); Chrysostomou-Chrysostomou 2011, Ζ’ ΕλλΚερ, 402, pl. 167, fig. d:2. 
101 Mpachlas-Syros 2014, Η’ ΕλλΚερ, 206. 
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Pieria and are dated in the late 4th century BC102, in the ancient cemetery of Orthe at 
Karditsa dating in 320-300 BC103 and in Athens. Attic kantharos P 26000 is dated 
around 270 BC104, P 22932 from the Athenian Agora in 290-270 BC105, while the last 
one, P 32597, comes from pyre 12 of the Athenian Agora and is dated in 315-300 BC.106 
According to Mpachlas and Syros, kantharos Π 1347 from Veroia perhaps consists the 
continuation of the type in the 3rd or 2nd century BC.107 
A subsequent form of Classical kantharos constitute the sherds Nos. 27 (Plate 
9) and 31 (Plate 10), of which survive the lower calyx, the upper cylindrical body and 
the beginning of the handles.108 Both of them are decorated with a reserved groove at 
the upper part of the calyx body, just below the handle and can be dated in the first half 
of the 3rd century BC. Same characteristics with Veroia’s example No. 27 have the 
kantharos BEK 576 from Aiani109, which is dated in the first half of the 3rd century, 
NMA 345 and P 25679 from Athens110 dating around 290-275 BC, ΜΘ 22931 from 
Lete of the first quarter of 3rd century111, 3329 from Amvrakia112 of the late first quarter 
of 3rd century and kantharos Πυ1330 from Aiginio -but without the reserved groove at 
the upper calyx body- dated in 285-275 BC.113 Kantharos No. 31 bears a better black 
glaze and resembles to those from the Athenian Agora114 of the first half of the 3rd 
century and Isthmia dated from the late 4th until the second quarter of the 3rd century.115 
Veroia’s kantharos must be dated according to the Athenian standards, since its good 




102 Mpachlas-Syros 2014, Η’ ΕλλΚερ, 206, pl. 60, fig. 1a (Κρ 192). 
103 Intzesiloglou 2000, 174-175, fig. 5 (KEK 754). 
104 Rotroff 1996, 18, fig. 12 (P 26000). 
105 Agora XXIX, 91, 254, pl. 11, fig. 116 (P 22932) (290-270 BC). 
106 Rotroff 2013, 113-114, fig. 37 (P 32597). 
107 Mpachlas-Syros 2014, Η’ ΕλλΚερ, 206; Drougou-Touratsoglou 1998, 60, 153, pl. 28, fig. Π 1347. 
108 In No. 27 is preserved only a small part of the vertical handle. 
109 Karamitrou-Mentesidi 2011, Ζ’ ΕλλΚερ, 417, pl. 176, fig. ΒΕΚ 576. 
110 Eleutheratou 2011, Ζ’ ΕλλΚερ, 248, pl. 99, fig. ΝΜΑ 345. The example comes from a deposit at the 
area of the new Acropolis Museum. Agora XXIX, 84, 243, pl. 4, fig. 15 (P 25679). 
111 Tzanavari-Filis 2002, Adelt 57, 181-183, fig. 49 (ΜΘ 22931). 
112 Karampa 2018, Θ’ ΕλλΚερ, 828, pl. 1, fig. c:3 (3329). 
113 Kotitsa 2007, 40, pl. 4, fig. 4. 
114 Tompson 1934, fig. 5, A28; Agora XXIX, 84, 245, pl. 6, fig. 32 (P 4410) (285-275 BC); Rotroff 2013, 
fig. 76 (P 18456). 
115 Anderson-Stojanovic 1997, Δ’ ΕλλΚερ, pls. 2, 3, fig. a (IP 771). Anderson-Stojanovic dates the shape 
from the late 4th until the second quarter of the 3rd century BC. The exceptions are that Isthmian kantharos 
IP 771 bears a shiny black glaze and also that kantharos from Karasavvidou plot has a reserved groove 
under the handle and is closer to the example from the Athenian Agora, which is dated in the first half 
of the 3rd century. 
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After ca. 285, a new type of kantharos with angular profile was produced. These 
angular kantharoi are taller and thinner than the Classical ones that were discussed 
above and the transition from the lower to the upper wall is achieved with an angle and 
not with a curve.116 The fragments from Karasavvidou plot Nos. 23, 24 (Plate 8) belong 
to the last stage of their development (stage 3) which is characterized by its tall and thin 
proportions of lower body and the smoother junction with the upper wall. The type 
acquired its final form after an experimental stage (stage 2) in the second half of the 3rd 
century.117 Example No. 23 finds parallels in Demetrias118 dated in the second half of 
the 3rd century, in Thessaloniki119 of the 3rd and 2nd century BC and Athens120 in 240- 
220 BC. No. 24 with its more convex and plumb lower body finds parallel in Athens121 
(240-220 BC), in Demetrias122 (second half of the 3rd century) and in Pefkochori of 
Chalkidike123 (250-225 BC). 
Finally, two handles of kantharoi in the form of spurs with very square edges 
(No. 25, 26) (Plate 8) were discovered in the excavation.124 Spurs of this type were 
attached on Classical or Hellenistic straight wall kantharoi. Due to the rectangular 
section of the spur No. 25, its horizontal position and the tall proportions of both two 
handles, they must be attributed possibly to the shape of Classical kantharos with plain 
rim125 (at least for No. 25 in which part of the rim is preserved), as the Classical 
kantharoi with molded rim had stubby handles.126 Handle No. 26 finds its parallel in 
Edessa on a red glazed kantharos dating in the middle 3rd century.127 Despite their 
fragmentary condition and according to the proportions and shape of the spurs, the two 




116 For the shape see Agora XXIX, 100-102. 
117 The identification of the fragment No. 24 with the angular type is strengthened by the molded ring 
foot, which bears two moldings separated by a groove, characteristic of the early examples. Agora XXIX,  
100. 
118 Seilheimer 2014, Η’ ΕλλΚερ, 252, pl. 87, fig. 4. 
119 Acheilara 2018, Θ’ ΕλλΚερ, 34, 39, pls. 3, 6, fig.a:4, c:1. The examples from Thessaloniki are much 
taller than this from Veroia and maybe for this reason the kantharoi from Thessaloniki are of a later 
dating. 
120 Agora XXIX, 102, 264, pl. 15, fig. 207 (P 16652). 
121 Agora XXIX, 102, 264, pl. 15, fig. 215 (P 16234). 
122 Sheilheimer 2014, Η’ ΕλλΚερ, 252, pl. 87, fig. 5. 
123 Vasileiou 2018, Θ’ ΕλλΚερ, 183, pl. 9, fig. a:1. 
124 For the spurs see Agora XXIX, 100. 
125 For plain rim Classical kantharoi see Agora XXIX, 84-85. 
126 Compare the spurs Agora XXIX, pl. 5, figs. 24, 27 and Agora XXIX, pl. 6, figs. 36-44. 
127 Chrysostomou 1991, 124 (Λ 962). 
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Having a complete picture of the kantharoi found in the plot’s excavation, it is 
probable that kantharoi Nos. 29, 30, 31 come from Attic workshops due to the thin, 







The latest form of the perfume bottle of the Hellenistic period is the fusiform 
unguentarium, an elongated vessel with high and thin stemmed foot and neck and an 
ovoid body.128 Unguentaria Nos. 32, 33 (Plate 10) preserve intact the rounded foot and 
part of the tall stem. From unguentrium No. 34 (Plate 10) survived the beveled rim and 
part of the tall neck. Parallels for unguentarium No. 32 were found in Veroia129, 
Eordaia130 and Rhodes131, for No. 33 in Veroia132 and Thessaloniki133 and for No. 34 
also in Veroia.134 Due to the lack of body and therefore its diameter and curvature, it is 
not possible to precisely date these unguentaria. But one can definitely state they are 
dated from the middle of the 2nd until the 1st century BC. Perhaps unguentarium No. 34 
can be assessed as the earliest due to its carefully beveled rim, while No. 33 can be 



























128 For the shape see Tompson 1934, 172-174; Andronikos 1955, 33-36; Giannikouri-Patsiada-Filimonos 
1989, Α’ ΕλλΚερ, 65-67; Drougou-Touratsoglou 1998, 123-129. According to Giannikouri, Patsiada and 
Philimonos this type of perfume bottle belongs to group E. 
129 Drougou-Touratsoglou 1998, pl. 26, Π 1410. 
130 Karamitrou-Mentesidi 1991, 156 (BE 1828) (middle 2nd century BC). 
131 Gianikouri-Patsiada 1989, Α’ ΕλλΚερ, pl. 48, fig b. 
132 Drougou-Touratsoglou 1998, pl. 55, Π 1480. 
133 Tsimpidou-Auloniti 1994, Γ’ ΕλλΚερ, pl. 41, fig. e:b. 
134 Drougou-Touratsoglou 1998, pl. 26, Π 1403. 







Fragments of lekanides’ bowls and lids were also found in the findings of the 
rescue excavation in Veroia. The survived bowls’ fragments Nos. 35, 36 (Plate 11) 
belong to the upper convex walls and the horizontal flanges. Bowl No. 35 is black 
glazed and preserves its angle at the junction of the upper with the lower wall, while 
lekanis No. 36 has reddish glaze and preserved only the slightly curved wall. It is not 
certain if the profile of the bowl is angular or semicircular. Lekanis No. 35 finds its 
parallels in a late Hellenistic (115-86 BC) example from the Athenian Agora136 and in 
a Sullan deposit, also from the Agora,137 of the 1st century. Nevertheless, the angular 
shape of the body already existed from the first quarter of the 3rd century BC, as lekanis 
K 4308 from Lamia proves.138 Subsequently, a possible dating can be set from the early 
3rd century until the 1st century BC. Fragment’s No. 36 profile resembles to a lekanis 
from the Athenian Agora139 of 300-240 BC and to two others from Veroia140 dating in 
the late 3rd until the early 2nd century BC. Example No. 36 seems earlier than fragment 
No. 35, due to its curved walls. According to the Athenian standards lenanides with red 
glaze are dated in the later 1st century BC.141 As for the lid No. 37 (Plate 11), it preserves 
only the upper slightly convex shoulder with the knob, which bears glaze on both sides. 
The knob has the form of a ring food, slightly flaring with a pointed surface and must 
be categorized among the reversible lids. The lack of a depression at the floor, the plain 












136 Agora XXIX, 192, 364, pl. 78, fig. 1257 (P 8925). 
137 Rotroff 2000, Ε’ ΕλλΚερ, pl. 193, fig. 13. 
138 Papakonstantinou 1997, Δ’ ΕλλΚερ, pl. 36, fig. a,c. 
139 Agora XXIX, 192, 364, pl. 78, fig. 1258 (P 14411) (300-240 BC). 
140 Drougou-Touratsoglou 1990, Β’ ΕλλΚερ, 77, 84-85, pl. 50, figs. II 7, II 24. 
141 Agora XXIX, 192. 
142 Agora XXIX, 192-193, 366, pl. 78, fig. 1272 (P 18760) (200-175 BC). A latter dating also suggests 
Rotroff’s reversible lid from an Athenian Sullan deposit, which is quite similar with this from Veroia. 
The body is convex, while the plain flaring knob has a flat surface with beveled inside profile. Rotroff 







Although pyxides are a very common and widespread shape of vessel in 
Macedonia in general and in Veroia in particular, there were not many findings in 
Karasavvidou plot.143 The use of such vessels, in burial or utility, varied according to 
its size.144 
Macedonian pyxides are categorized into two main types (type A and B) 
according to their shape and foot configuration (which are different from the Athenian 
examples).145 In our case, two pyxides’ lids were found in the plot and will be presented 
below. The fact that their foot was not preserved makes it unsafe to categorize them 
into a type and therefore, their exact dating is difficult. Fragment No. 38 (Plate 12) is 
characterized by its high hemispherical dome and the wide horizontal flange. The lack 
of the foot and the central decoration of the dome does not allow us a safe categorization 
of the pyxis into one group. However, the almost hemispherical dome and the absence 
of west slope decoration146 in the surviving fragment, characteristics more common in 
type B pyxides, could strengthen the assumption that the sherd belongs to a pyxis of 
type A, which is dated just after the middle 2nd century.147 Similar pyxides from 
Macedonia have been found in Veroia, at plot Sanopoulou-Thomoglou,148 in Pella,149 
in Pydna150 and are all dated in the early second half of the 2nd century. But the shape 
also existed outside Macedonia at grave 223 from Demetrias151 in Thessaly and at the 
Athenian Agora.152 The Thessalian example has the same dating with the Macedonian 
ones but the Athenian is earlier as it is dated in the second quarter of the 2nd century 
BC. Pyxis No. 39 (Plate 12) bears two moldings at the end of the dome near the narrow 
horizontal flange. The start of the dome indicates a high one but no trace of decoration 
 
143 For the Athenian pyxides see Agora XII, 173-178; Agora XXIX, 188-191. Macedonian pyxides do 
not follow the Attic development. For Veroia’s examples see Allamani-Tzanavari 1990, Β’ ΕλλΚερ, 
151-159; Drougou-Touratsoglou 1998, 140-148. 
144 Drougou-Touratsoglou 1998, 140-142, 177. 
145 Agora XXIX, 188, fn. 1; Drougou-Touratsoglou 1998, 142-143, 147; Drougou-Touratsoglou 2012, 
Threpteria, 242. 
146 The decoration must be achieved with a relief medal at the center of the dome, which conforms both 
with the two types but more usually with type B. Drougou-Touratsoglou 1998, 163. 
147 Drougou-Touratsoglou 1998, 146. 
148 Drougou-Touratsoglou, 1998, 146, pl. 7, figs. Π 1219, Π1221. 
149 Lilimpaki-Akamati 1994, 130-131, pl. 4, fig 45. 
150 Kallini 2011, Ζ’ ΕλλΚερ, 426-427, pl. 182, fig. a:3 
151 Nikolaou 2011, Ζ’ ΕλλΚερ, 801, pl. 325, fig. e (ΒΕ 15567). 
152 Tompson 1934, Hesperia, 403, fig. 91 (E65 a,b). 
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can be found. Possibly, one can say that it belongs to the west slope style pyxides. 
According to Rotroff, the moldings on the dome link the pyxis with the Classical pieces 
and indicate an early dating ca. 275 BC.153 This view cannot strongly be supported for 
Macedonian examples due to their different development.154 Similar is pyxis 2848 from 
Patra.155 A first study of the pyxis by Kyriakou indicates a dating in the 3rd century, 
while a subsequent study by Kyriakou and Zafeiropoulou places the same pyxis in 200- 
150 BC. However, pyxis No. 39 from Veroia does not follow the dating of the Athenian 
examples ca. 275156 but a later one, possibly from the second half of the 3rd until the 







































153 Agora XXIX, 189. 
154 Agora XXIX, 188, fn. 1. 
155 Kyriakou 1994, Γ΄ ΕλλΚερ, 192-193, pl. 138, fig. 2848; Kyriakiou-Zafeiropoulou 2011, Z’ ΕλλΚερ, 
64, pl. 24, fig. Π 2848. 







The askos survived in Karasavvidou plot is of the guttus type (No. 40) (Plate 
12).157 The shape was used as a storage container for precious liquids.158 The fragment 
belongs to a transitional stage as its shoulder is angular but not very sharp, with a 
slightly convex upper wall. The type corresponds with parallels in the Athenian 
Agora,159 Aiani 160 and Apollonia.161 The earliest, and possibly a forerunner of the askos 
from Karsavvidou plot, is the example from Aiani, which is dated from the late 4th until 
early 3rd century162, the Athenian guttus dated in the early 3rd century, while the one 
from Apollonia is dated in the second quarter of the 3rd century BC. The most 
appropriate dating for the example from Veroia must be the first quarter of the 3rd 
century, as in Athens similar askoi first appeared around 300 BC until 275, when the 
shoulder becomes sharply incurved.163 As a safer dating, it could be placed in the first 


























157 For the shape see Agora XXIX, 172-175. 
158 Drougou-Touratsoglou 1998, 151. 
159 Agora XXIX, 173, 352, pl. 71, fig. 1143 (P 19356). 
160 Karamitrou-Mentesidi 2011, Ζ’ ΕλλΚερ, 413, pl. b, c:1 (3179). 
161 Vrekaj 2014, Η’ ΕλλΚερ, 405, pl. 136, fig. 65 
162 The early dating in late 4th century must be unsuitable for Veroia’s example because it lacks the black 
glaze of that from Aiani and also it has a more angular shoulder, consequently it must be dated later. 
163 The later dating of the Appolonian askos may be interpreted from the time of spread of the shape to 
the north, outside the Macedonian kingdom. 
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Vases with west slope decoration were especially popular during the Hellenistic 
period. They were first discovered on the west slope of the Acropolis (and were named 
accordingly) and became widely spread throughout Greece and Asia Minor. The 
technique also appears in Macedonia, at first as an imported product and later as a local 
one. West slope style is characterized by painted patterns from diluted clay on black 
glazed surfaces, mainly with floral and geometric motifs.164 
A beloved shape for west slope decoration in Veroia is the pyxis165, which as 
mentioned before, follows a special development in the city.166 From Karasavvidou 
plot, only a few lids of pyxides survived, thus making the categorization of the 
fragments in a specific type (type A or B) rather unsafe.167 Pyxis No. 41 (Plate 13), 
which doesn’t have a very high dome, is decorated with two reserved grooves and 
painted teardrops around them. Similar pyxides in size and decoration are ΒΕ 1976/196 
and 2005/141 from neighboring Pella168, which are dated from the late 3rd until the 
middle 2nd century and in the early third quarter of the 2nd century BC respectively, 
Μ.Θ. 12163 from Thessaloniki169 of the late 3rd century, ΜΘ 22717 from Lete170 of the 
late first quarter of the 3rd century and Π 1343 from plot Thomoglou in Veroia171 dating 
just after the middle of the 2nd century. Although the motif seems to appear on 
Hellenistic pyxides from the 3rd century and after, the lid from Karasavvidou plot must 
be dated according to the above parallels around the middle of the 2nd century BC, as 
examples Π 1343 from Veroia and 2005/141 from Pella imply.172 Miniature lid No. 42 
 
 
164 Tompson 1934, 438-447; Rotroff 1991, 59-64; Agora XXIX, 38-71; Drougou-Touratsoglou 1998, 
161-163. 
165 For west slope pyxides from Veroia see Allamani-Tzanavari 1990, Β’ ΕλλΚερ, 151-159; Drougou- 
Touratsoglou 1998, 140-148. 
166 For the Athenian pyxides see Agora XII, 173-178; Agora XXIX, 188-191. Macedonian pyxides do 
not follow the Attic development. For Veroia’s examples see Allamani-Tzanavari 1990, Β’ ΕλλΚερ, 
151-159; Drougou-Touratsoglou 1998, 140-148. 
167 For the types and the use of the shape see the appropriate chapter for pyxides. 
168 Lilimpaki-Akamati 1994, 203, 213, pl.43, fig. 380; Stritsidou-Akamatis 2008, 111-112, pl. 261, fig. 
177. They bear the same reserved grooves with the example from Karasavvidou plot and belong to the 
type A of the Macedonian pyxides. 
169 Tsimpidou-Auloniti 1994, Γ’ ΕλλΚερ, 82, pl. 38, fig. d:1. 
170 Tzanavari-Filis 2002, Adelt 57, 197, fig. 68. 
171 Drougou-Touratsoglou 1998, 56, 146, pl. 25, fig. Π 1343. 
172 All the examples from other areas, but also from Veroia, at the center of the dome have a depression 
which maybe also exists οn lid of Karasavvidou plot. 
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(Plate 13)173 has a relief circle on top of the low dome174, while around it there are 
teardrops and white dots. This specific motif finds its parallel in pyxis ΑΜΙ 7847 from 
Ioannina175, which also has white floral decoration and is dated from the late 3rd until 
the middle 2nd century BC. The thickness of pyxis’ No. 42 tears may be due to its late 
dating in the 2nd century. Example No. 43 (Plate 13) from Veroia is quite similar with 
the two previous examples as it also bears two reserved grooves. However, the 
particular example had a difference; a depression survived on this lid that presumably 
exists in the other two above and was decorated with a palmette from diluted clay.176 
Concerning the reserved grooves and the moldings, No. 43 is similar with the fragment 
No. 41 but concerning the painted palmette, it finds its parallel in pyxis ΑΕ 2104 from 
Lefkada177, dating in the middle 2nd century BC. A palmette motif also appears on pyxis 
2005/770A from Pella178, which is dated in 210-190 BC. Fragment No. 43 from Veroia 
can be attributed in the first half of the 2nd century. The overwhelming majority of 
pyxides’ parallels with depression on dome belongs to type A, except the example from 
Lefkada which belongs to a tripod pyxis of type B. The last fragment of pyxis No. 44 
(Plate 13) comes from a horizontal flange and is decorated with the most famous floral 
motif of west slope decoration, the ivy garland.179 At the edge of the flange there is a 
reserved groove180 and on its top there are incised branches which create a spiral. There 
are also two painted leaves, one of which belongs to ivy and the other is a simple trefoil 




173 For miniatures see Agora XXIX, 203. For the use of miniature pyxides as burial gifts see Tsimpidou- 
Auloniti 1994, Γ’ ΕλλΚερ, 88; Drougou-Touratsoglou 1998, 140-141. Miniature vessels had also a 
sacred character in Amvrakia were they were discovered in pits, sanctuaries and altars of public 
buildings. Andreou-Andreou 2000, Ε’ ΕλλΚερ, 306. 
174 The low dome is a characteristic of pyxides from Northwestern Greece. Pliakou 2014, Η’ ΕλλΚερ, 
88. 
175 Pliakou 2014, Η’ ΕλλΚερ, 88, pl. 16, fig. e. The example from Ioannina lacks the reserved grooves, 
as the circle is painted, and the tears are plumper. 
176 This motif is also usual on lekanides’ knob of this period. Mpaziotopoulou-Valavani 1994, Γ’ ΕλλΚερ, 
53, pl. 24, fig. a; Agora XXIX, 192-193, pl. 94, fig. 1267. 
177 Kappa 2014, Η’ ΕλλΚερ, 145, 147-148, pl. 44, figs. c, d. 
178 Stritsidou-Akamatis 2008, 206, pl. 300, fig. 417. 
179 The fragment could also belong to an outturned rim plate with a wide horizontal flange, but eventually 
it attributed to a pyxis’ lid due to its flat profile. For plates with ivy motifs see Drougou-Touratsoglou 
1990, Β’ ΕλλΚερ, 77, 84, pl. 42, fig. II 15; Mpachlas-Syros 2014, Η’ ΕλλΚερ, 207, pl. 60, figs. Κρ2087, 
Κρ193; Poulakakis 2014, Η’ ΕλλΚερ, 637-638, pl. 210, fig., a. 
180 For reserved grooves at the edge of the horizontal flange see the examples from Pella and Veroia. 
Lilimpaki-Akamati 1994, pl. 39, fig. 325; Drougou-Touratsoglou 1998, pl. 68, fig. Π 1335. 
181 Lilimpaki-Akamati 1994, pl. 39, fig. 325; Stritsidou-Akamatis 2008, 199-200, pl.68, fig. 400. 
182 Allamani-Tzanavari 1990, Β’ ΕλλΚερ, 154-155, pls. 80, 81, figs. a (Π 5193), a (Π 2379) respectively; 
Drougou-Touratsoglou 1998, 54, 75, pls. 24, 51, 68, 69, figs. Π 1335, Π 1421. 
26 
 
Pontus183 and at the roadway of Serres-Amphipolis184. Decorative trefoils appear in 
Veroia’s kantharoi185, in Pella186, Patras187 and Naupaktos.188 Oinochoe Π 2089 from 
Marina in Naousa189 and a skyphos from tomb T45 from the roadway Serres- 
Amphipolis190 preserved both ivy and simple trefoil leaves as the part of the flange from 
Veroia. Although examples with trefoil leaves appear in the 3rd century BC, the dating 
of west slope pyxides from Pella and Veroia suggest that fragment No. 44 should be 
placed around the middle of the 2nd century BC and later or maybe slightly earlier, in 
the second quarter of the same century. 
The shape of the guttus191 with west slope decoration is represented only by 
fragment No. 45 (Plate 13), which preserves part of the body and the almost straight 
shoulder. The decoration consists of incised branches, painted ivy leaves and a reserved 
groove at the edge of the shoulder, just before the sharp angle. The shape and the shiny 
black glaze are similar to P 30938 from the Athenian Agora192, which is dated in 290- 
275 BC. The long and thin ivy leaves, which look like spearheads, resemble to those of 
pyxis 2005/768A from Pella193, of kantharos IP 7357 from Isthmia194 and of a second 
one from plot Niopas in Veroia.195 Taking into consideration the possible Attic origin 
of the guttus (due to the angular shape, the shiny black glaze and the very well-shaped 
ivy leaves), the vase must be placed in the 3rd century, around the second quarter or the 
first half of the century, a dating that corresponds to the examples from Isthmia and 
Athens. 
One of the most common shapes with west slope decoration are kantharoi of all 





183 Lungu 2011, Ζ’ ΕλλΚερ, 501, pl. 215, fig. a. 
184 Peristeri-Papadopoulou-Garoufa 2018, Θ’ ΕλλΚερ, 293, pl. 4, fig. a:1. 
185 Poulakakis 2014, Η’ ΕλλΚερ, 637-638, pl. 208, figs., c, e. 
186 Kotitsa 2013, 75, fig. 14. In trefoils of Pella the leaves are rendered more clearly and not united as in 
the example of Veroia, with the middle one having a higher height. Additionally the branches are attached 
in both cases with spirals at the end. 
187 Kyriakou names this motif as oak garland. Kyriakou 1994, Γ’ ΕλλΚερ, 190, pl. 140, fig. a:1 (5043). 
188 Kolia 2004, ΣΤ’ ΕλλΚερ, 539, pl. 260, fig. e. 
189 Lilimpaki-Akamati 1994, 105-106, pl. 47, fig. 16. 
190 Peristeri-Papadopoulou-Garoufa 2018, Θ’ ΕλλΚερ, 293, pl. 4, fig. b:2. 
191 For Hellenistic guttus see Agora XXIX, 173-174. 
192 Agora XXIX, 352, pl. 83, fig. 1144. 
193 Stritsidou-Akamatis 2008, 204, pl. 74, fig. 413. 
194 Anderson-Stojanovic 2000, Ε’ ΕλλΚερ, 383, pl. 203, fig. e. 
195 Poulakakis 2014, Η’ ΕλλΚερ, 637-638, pl. 208, fig. a. 
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one (No. 46) (Plate 14) belongs to the bolster type196, which is decorated with an olive 
garland (from yellowish diluted clay) and a double reserved groove under the rim. 
Comparable decoration was also found on kantharoi in the Athenian Agora197 and 
Demetrias198 with the only exception that the example from Veroia bears double stem 
at the core of the branch, besides the olive leaves.199 According to the Athenian 
parallels, both in shape and decoration, our fragment is placed in the second quarter of 
the 3rd century but taking into account the kantharos from Demetrias, the dating can go 
down to the end of the 3rd until the beginning of the 2nd century BC. Possibly the later 
dating of Demetrias’ example is due to the different type of kantharos and the time it 
takes for a product to spread from Athens to other regions. Therefore, it is most likely 
that kantharos No. 46 from Veroia should be dated in the second half of the 3rd century. 
The second one (fragment No. 47) (Plate 14) could be attributed to a Classical200, 
Hellenistic with straight walls201, angular (stage 1)202 or cup kantharos203 and is a part 
of the upper concave body. Similar motifs have been found in Pherae204, Lete205, 
Demetrias206, Leibethra207, and the closer examples come from Pergamon208 and the 
roadway of Serres-Amphipolis.209 The examination of possible shapes and decoration 
lead to a dating around the first half of the 3rd century BC and perhaps more specifically 
in 275-250. This dating is reinforced by the Attic feature in which the teardrops are 
linked with curved lines (as in the fragment from Veroia) and not with a zig-zag motif. 
Therefore, a probably dating is before 250 BC.210 
 
196 For the shape see Agora XXIX, 96-97, 259, pl. 15, figs. 165, 166 (P 7379, P 7760) (300-280 BC). 
According to the direction of the garland’s leaves and their symmetry, the chronology is determined in 
the first or the second half of the 3rd century. Agora XXIX, 102. Concerning the kantharos No. 46 the 
preserved leaves seem to have one direction, so its dating must be in the second half of the century. 
197 Agora XXIX, pl. 21, fig. 226; Rotroff 2013, 128, 160, figs. 54, 92. (P 5349, P 19041) 
198 Seilheimer 2014, Η’ ΕλλΚερ, 252, pl. 86, fig. 15. 
199 Maybe example P 5349 from the strategeion of the Athenian Agora has a double stem at the core of 
the branch and dates ca. 250 BC. 
200 Agora XXIX, 83-85, 246, pl. 5, fig. 46 (P 7764) (290-270 BC). 
201 Agora XXIX, 97-100, 260, pl. 16, fig. 170 (P 907) (310-290 BC). 
202 Agora XXIX, 100-101, 262, pl. 17, fig. 188 (P 1081) (275-250 BC). 
203 Agora XXIX, 85-88, 249, pl. 7, fig. 73 (P28049) (ca. 275 BC). 
204 Doulgeri-Intzesiloglou 1994, Γ’ ΕλλΚερ, 366, pl. 282, fig. e:1. 
205 Tzanavari-Filis 2011, Ζ’ ΕλλΚερ, 447, 450-452, pls. 187, 189, 190, figs. b:1, 2, c:3, a, b:2. 
206 Seilheimer 2013, 96-97, fig. 3. Possibly dated in the first half of the 3rd century BC. Seilheimer 2014, 
Η’ ΕλλΚερ, 249-250, 252, pls. 85, 87, figs. 7, 3. 
207 Panti 2014, Η’ ΕλλΚερ, 652, pl. 214, fig. a:h. 
208 Scӓfer 1968, 50, 56, pl. 18, fig. D70; Kögler 2010, 404, pl. 67, fig. Imp.65. The way in which tears 
are rendered and connected is the same as in example D 70 from Pergamon. The difference is the absence 
of white dots from Pergamon’s amphora. Maybe Veroia’s example has its origins in Pergamon. 
209 Peristeri-Papadopoulou-Garoufa 2018, Θ’ ΕλλΚερ, 293, pl. 4, fig. a:2. 
210 Agora XXIX, 59. 
28 
 
Although the shape of the cups with interior decoration is not very common 211 
(as previously analyzed), four fragments (Nos. 48, 49, 50, 51) (Plate 14) were 
discovered among the plot’s findings that may belong to the same vessel. The fragments 
must belong to the first type of cups due to their almost straight profile. In this type the 
rim is straight, usually plane at the exterior surface but with scraped grooves at the 
interior.212 As for the decoration, the exterior surface is covered entirely with relief 
ridges forming narrow reserved grooves at the lower level and wider at the upper, while 
the interior divided into zones by a deep reserved groove. On fragment No. 48, a band 
with ovules is formed above the reserved groove, ovules which are drawn with three 
incised lines and a dot in the center.213 Similar examples have been unearthed in 
Athens214 dating in 280-260 BC, and in Kalymnos dating in the 2nd century BC.215 
Bowls with painted interior decoration have been revealed in Mesambria and are dated 
in the 3rd and 2nd centuries BC. A brown glazed kantharos with exterior horizontal 
ribbing was found in Edessa and has been dated from the late 3rd until the early 2nd 
century BC.216 Only one example seems to preserve exterior horizontal ribbing and 
dates in 225-150 BC.217 The fragments from Veroia seem to be closer to the Athenian 
shape and development, thus must be later examples due to the widely spaced ridges 
and the broad and narrow reserved grooves of the exterior surface allowing a dating 
after the middle of the 3rd century BC.218 
In Karasavvidou plot three fragments were also discovered that could be 
attributed to oinochoi. The first one, No. 52 (Plate 15), is part of a neck with glaze at 
both sides, decorated with two painted lines and a garland with oblong teardrops. This 





211 Agora XXIX, 110-114. 
212 Agora XXIX, 112. 
213 One dot seems to be incised, while the second one painted from diluted clay. 
214 Agora XXIX, 112, 277, pl. 21, fig. 333 (P 747). 
215 Triantafyllidis 2011, Ζ’ ΕλλΚερ, 668, pl. 280, fig. a. 
216 Chrysostomou 1991, 127 (Λ 975). 
217 Bozkova 2014, 205-206, fig. 18. Mesambras’ bowls decorated mainly with painted palmettes and 
dolphins. 
218 Agora XXIX, 112. 
219 Drougou-Touratsoglou 1998, 152, pl. 66, figs. Π 2171, Π 2173. 
220 Lilimpaki-Akamati 1994, 127, 212, pl. 5, fig. 27. 
221 Karamitrou-Mentesidi 2014, Η’ Ελλ Κερ, 241, pl. 81, Τφ. 57, 1589. 
222 Karamitrou-Mentesidi 2018, Θ’ ΕλλΚερ, 150-151, pl. 4, fig. a. 
223 Triantafyllopoulou 2004, ΣΤ’ ΕλλΚερ, 62, pl. 13, fig. c. 
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Demetrias224, in the roadway of Serres-Amphipolis225, in the Athenian Agora226 and 
Mesambria Pontike.227 The teardrops from Veroia’s example looks more likely to those 
from Pella, Amphanes, Aiani, Mavropigi, Mesambria and the roadway Serres- 
Amphipolis, all dated in the 3rd century BC, with the exceptions of Mesambria’s 
kantharos, which is dated from the middle of the 3rd until the 2nd century BC and of 
Pella’s example which is placed without much certainty in the beginning of the 2nd 
century.228 Teardrop decoration was also found on a kantharos from Corinth dating in 
the 2nd century BC.229 From the examples mentioned above, No. 52 can be dated in the 
3rd century BC and possibly in the later years of the century. There is also a possibility 
that the neck belongs to a wheel made amphora with west slope decoration.230 
No. 53 (Plate 15) preserves part of an oinochoe’s neck and rim. The oinochoe 
belongs to the chous type due to its trefoil mouth and is decorated with a myrtle branch 
with single black berries alternating with leaves on light brownish glaze. The shape is 
similar with example P 29212 from the Athenian Agora and dated in 325-300 BC.231 
Concerning the decoration, the closer example comes also from Athens but from a black 
glazed kantharos which preserved only leaves without berries dating in 300-275 BC.232 
Additionally, No. 54 (Plate 15) is attributed to a red glazed lagynos’ shoulder and 
neck.233 The neck bears incised spiral waves (a common pattern in various shapes of 
the Hellenistic period), while on the shoulder there is a part of an incised branch and 
two rounded edges of a floral motif, the form and kind of which is difficult to identify. 
As for the spiral waves, they also appear on a salt cellar from Apidea of the second half 
of the 4th century234, a late 3rd century kantharos from Boeotia235, late 3rd century 
kantharoi from the Athenian Agora236 and a cup from Veroia dating from the early 3rd 
 
 
224 Mpatziou-Eustathiou – Sxiza 2004, ΣΤ’ ΕλλΚερ, 41, pl. 1, fig. b:2. 
225 Peristeri-Papadopouluo-Garoufa 2018, Θ’ ΕλλΚερ, 297, pl. 10, fig. 3. 
226 Agora XXIX, 124-125, pl. 34, fig. 464 (P 17408) (250-235 BC). 
227 Bozkova 2014, 201-202, fig. 3. 
228 Lilimpaki-Akamati 1994, 212. 
229 James 2010, 65, pl. 6, fig. 51. 
230 Agora XXIX, 120-123, 293, pl. 30, fig. 434 (P 6287) (ca. 140 BC). According to Susan Rotroff the 
west slope oinochoe is closely related to the west slope amphora in form. Agora XXIX, 124. 
231 For the shape see Agora XXIX, 125-127, 294, pl. 47, fig. 473 (P 29212). 
232 Agora XXIX, 249, pl. 7, fig. 72 (P 7358). 
233 For the shape see Rotroff 1996, fig. 18; Agora XXIX, 127, 296, pl. 37, fig. 495 (P 7041) (175-160 
BC). 
234 Karamitrou-Mentesidi 2018, Θ’ ΕλλΚερ, 152-153, pl. 7, fig. a:1. 
235 Selekou 2011, Ζ’ ΕλλΚερ, 204, pl. 83, fig. ΜΘ 2981. 
236 Rotroff 1991, Hesperia, pl.33-34, figs. 70-81; Rotroff 1996, figs. 12, 17 (P 20861, P 15166); Agora 
XXIX, 105, 269-270, pl. 25, figs. 264-270 (225-200 BC). 
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until the early 2nd century BC.237 Lagynos BE 17785 from Demetrias238 bears the same 
red glaze with fragment No. 54 and incised spiral waves on the shoulder and is dated 
after the middle of the 2nd century BC. Therefore, despite the long existence of the 
spiral waves pattern239, as proved by the above examples the lagynos from Veroia must 
be dated around the middle of the 2nd century BC, a dating which conforms with the 
dating of the shape according to the Athenian standards. 
The last shape with west slope decoration which was examined among the plot’s 
findings is the plate. Plate No. 55 (Plate 16) has a slightly curved profile, ending in a 
flat reserved rim.240 It has shiny black glaze and is decorated with incised branches and 
painted trefoil leaves. Similar is the motif of a kantharos from Eion, which is identified 
as oak leaves and dated in the first half of the 3rd century BC.241 In Patra’s plate, another 
similar floral motif is identified with ivy leaves and dated also in the first half of the 3rd 
century242, in Ithaka the pattern attributed to an ivy garland of a 3rd century plate243, in 
Chalcidice a kantharos of 275-225 BC bears a vine garland244 and in Veroia similar 
examples are dated in the early 3rd until the early 2nd century.245 The trefoil pattern from 
Veroia could not attributed to a particular floral pattern but it must be considered as 
Attic due to its well-preserved shiny glaze and it can safely be dated in the 3rd century 
BC, perhaps more specifically in the first quarter of the century. 
The second plate among the findings (No. 56) (Plate 16) has an almost straight 
horizontal flange, a rim with thickened edge246 and a reserved groove at the vertical 
face. The decoration consists of two patterns, the first one is a spearhead necklace and 
the second one an olive garland, in the union of which four incised bands are hanging. 
Both motifs are very common in Hellenistic west slope ceramics. Spearhead necklaces 
decoration has been found on vases in Thessaloniki247 dated in the middle of the 3rd 
century, in Eion248 in the same century and possibly in the first half and in Isthmia249 
 
237 Poulakakis 2014, Η’ ΕλλΚερ, 637-638, pl. 210, fig. c. 
238 Nikolaou 2000, fig. 11, BE 17785; Nikolaou 2011, Ζ’ ΕλλΚερ, 801, pl. 236, fig. e (BE 17785). 
239 For the motif see Agora XXIX, 53-54. 
240 For the shape see Agora XXIX, 153, 326, pl. 56, fig. 832 (P 25972) (225-200 BC). 
241 Nikolaidou-Patera 1994, Γ’ ΕλλΚερ, 106-107, pl. 52, fig. A 4227. 
242 Kyriakou 1994 Γ’ ΕλλΚερ, 190, pl. 140, fig. a:1. (5043) 
243 Deoudi 2014, Η’ ΕλλΚερ, 155, pl. 47, fig. 11. 
244 Vasileiou 2018, Θ’ ΕλλΚερ, 181, 186, pl. 5, 8, fig. a:2, b. 
245 Poulakakis 2014, Η’ ΕλλΚερ, 367-368, pl. 208, fig. c, e. 
246 Agora XXIX, 142, 308, pl. 45, fig. 624 (P 18767) (ca. 275 BC ?). 
247 Tsimpidou-Auloniti 1994, Γ’ ΕλλΚερ, 83, pl. 39, fig. c:3. 
248 Nikolaidou-Patera 1994, Γ’ ΕλλΚερ, 106-107, pl. 53, fig. A 4206. 
249 Anderson-Stojanovic 2000, Ε΄ΕλλΚερ, 383, pl. 203, fig. d (275-200 BC). 
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dated around 275-200 BC. The spearhead necklace of Veroia’s plate resembles to this 
of a Pergamenian kantharos, dated during the 3rd or 2nd centuries BC.250 In the same 
areas were also saved vessels which bear the same decorative motif, the olive 
garland.251 Except of the above regions, vases with olive garlands were also discovered 
on vases from Athens252 dated around the 3rd century, Demetrias253 of the 2nd century, 
Mytilene254 of the late 3rd until the early 2nd centuries, Pella255 dated from the middle of 
the 3rd until the middle 2nd and at the roadway Serres-Amphipolis256 of the middle of 
the 3rd century BC. The only examples that combine these two motifs are two pyxides 
from Pella dated in the middle of the 2nd century or just after.257 Plate No. 56 can be 
safely dated after 275 BC due to the incised decoration.258 Consequently, the dating of 
the shape at ca. 275 BC according to the Athenian plate can be considered as a 
conventional dating for Attic examples, which extends to other areas due to the 
necessary time of spread of the shape. Additionally, the dating of Pella’s examples after 
the middle 2nd century must be noticed as very late, because of the shape and not the 
decoration. Thus, a safer and more general dating is can be estimated around the middle 
of the 3rd to the middle of the 2nd century BC, perhaps around the second half of the 3rd 
century. 
Finally, plate No. 57 (Plate 16) also belongs to the type of plate with thickened 
edge259 with a reserved groove at the vertical face. This example has curved profile 
until the rim and thicker wall than the previous one. From the reserved groove, which 
exists just before the rim thickens, begins a series of incised ovules with trefoil leaves 
above. This unusual motif is similar to the decoration of a plate from Ithaca dated in 
the 3rd century260, of a second one from Aigio of the early 3rd century261 and of a pyxis 
from Pella dated in the early second half of the 2nd century BC262. The trefoil leaves 
 
250 Japp 2013, 169, fig. 2. 
251 Tzanavari - Tsimpidou-Auloniti 2018, Θ’ ΕλλΚερ, 79, pl. 3, fig. d (late 4th-early 3rd century BC) 
(Thessaloniki); Nikolaidou-Patera 1994, Γ’ ΕλλΚερ, 106-107, pl. 53, fig. A 4205 (3rd, first half of the 3rd 
century) (Eion); Anderson-Stojanovic 2000, Ε΄ΕλλΚερ, 383, pl. 203, fig. f (275-200 BC) (Isthmia). 
252 Tompson 1934, 339, 444, fig. 19, B 25; Scöne-Denkinger 1994, Γ’ ΕλλΚερ, 36, pl. 11, fig. b:4. 
253 Seilheimer 2014, Η’ ΕλλΚερ, 252, pl. 86, fig. 15. 
254 Archontidou-Arguri 1990, Β’ ΕλλΚερ, 114, pl. 66, fig. 8065. 
255 Lilimpaki-Akamati 1994, 189, 213, pl. 39, fig. 325; Stritsidou-Akamatis 2008, 203, pl. 70, fig 412. 
256 Peristeri-Papadopoulou-Garoufa 2018, Θ’ ΕλλΚερ, 293, pl. 4, fig. a:3. 
257 Lilimpaki-Akamati 1994, pls. 29, 39, figs. 266, 327. 
258 Agora XXIX, 43. 
259 Agora XXIX 308, pl. 45, fig. 624 (P 18767) (ca. 275 BC) (?). 
260 Deoudi 2014, Η’ ΕλλΚερ, 154-155, pl. 47, fig. 14. 
261 Papakosta 2005, 79, fig. 7. 
262 Lilimpaki-Akamati 1994, 126, 212, pl. 4, fig 25. 
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cannot be safely identified; perhaps they are schematic ivy leaves, or even schematic 
grapes. As for the dating, it is more suitable for plate No. 57 to be compared with the 
examples of the same shape from Ithaca and Aigio than with the later example from 








Impressed decoration was evolved in Attic pottery before the middle of the 5th 
century until the early 1st century BC.263 Among the findings of the plot were fragments 
of plates and bowls with impressed decoration, all with stamped palmettes, the main 
decorative theme of this technique264, sometimes combined with rouletting.265 The 
earliest example of impressed decoration belongs to bowl No. 58 (Plate 17). It is a fully 
black glazed bowl with four radiating linked palmettes framed by rouletting, which 
consist of long oblique lines. It finds its parallel in Veroia in bowl Π 1428 from 
Thomoglou plot.266 The tomb of the plot is dated in the middle of the 2nd century but 
the bowl Π 1428 is much earlier and probably belongs to a previous burial.267 Free 
palmettes within rouletting decoration was introduced in the third quarter of the 4th 
century, a dating which conforms with the black glazed nippled underside produced 
after 375 BC.268 Therefore bowl No. 58 with the ‘classical’ palmettes must be dated in 
the late 4th or the early 3rd century BC. 
Plate No. 59 (Plate 17) matches in shape with plate P 19948 from the Athenian 
Agora, which is dated in 150-110 BC.269 The plate is decorated with a rosette at the 
center of the floor, and four palmettes enclosed in a double reserved groove. Similar 
decoration was also found on a plate from Veroia270, in an archaeological layer of the 
1st century and in Kephalonia271 dated in the late 3rd until the first half of the 2nd century 
BC. Two more plates from Elis bear similar motifs, which are dated in the 3rd or the 2nd 
century BC.272 Plate No. 59 from Veroia must be dated in the 2nd century BC, perhaps 
in the second half of the century, a dating that agrees with the comparison of the shape 
with the Athenian standards and the examples from Ellis. Finally, sherd No. 60 (Plate 
 
263 For stamped decoration in the Classical period see Agora XII, 22-30. For Hellenistic impressed 
decoration see Agora XXIX, 37-38. For the stamped technique, the form of the stamp and the way of 
their application see Corbett 1955, Hesperia, 172-177. Notable is the big rounded stamp with relief floral 
patterns from Ιlis which are dated in the middle or third quarter of the 2nd century BC. Katsarou-Mourtzini 
2011, Ζ’ ΕλλΚερ, 758-760, pl. 309, fig. c (AE 2404). 
264 Agora XII, 25. 
265 For rouletting decoration see Agora XII, 30-1; Agora XXIX, 37-38. 
266 Drougou-Touratsoglou 1998, 76, pl.68, fig. Π 1428. 
267 Drougou-Touratsoglou 1998, 132-133, fn. 58. 
268 Agora XII, 30-31. 
269 Agora XXIX, 319-320, pl. 53, fig. 759. 
270 Drougou-Touratsoglou 1990, Β’ ΕλλΚερ, 78, 88, pl. 45, fig. B1 
271 Andreatou-Papaggelopoulou-Perati 2011, Ζ’ ΕλλΚερ, 777-778, pl. 320, fig. e. 
272 Leon-Mitsopoulou 1994, Γ’ ΕλλΚερ, 164-165, pl. 102, figs. 28, 30. 
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17) also comes from a plate and is decorated with three stamped palmettes on its floor. 
Palmettes of bowl II 13 from plot Charitonakis at Veroia273 are closely related with 
those from Karasavvidou plot and are dated in the transition from the 3rd to the 2nd 
century BC. It is possible that the volutes at the lower part of the palmettes and the 



















































273 Drougou-Touratsoglou 1990, Β’ ΕλλΚερ, 77, pl. 42, fig. II 13. 
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Relief decoration was firstly introduced in Athens in the second half and 
possible in the late 4th century BC.274 This dating may be shifted a little earlier or around 
380 BC, as a mold of a circular gorgoneion was preserved in a well of the Athenian 
Agora. The well preserves debris from a coroplast’s workshop and is dated until ca. 
380.275 Moldmade reliefs used to decorate votive plaques and tablets, architectural 
revetments, stuccos, arulae, sarcophagi, Campana plaques, pottery, while molds were 
also used for metals and edibles.276 
 
 




Hellenistic hemispherical moldmade relief bowls277 were used as drinking cups 
for several liquids278 and were introduced in Athens, perhaps in the workshop of Bion279 
between 240-220 BC or more specifically in 224/3.280 They originated or were inspired 
possibly from Ptolemaic Alexandria, an assumption deriving from their similarity with 
the gold and silver prototypes of Egypt.281 Their expansion spread throughout the whole 
Hellenistic world until the 1st century BC.282 The dating of relief bowls cannot be 
precisely estimated as they were produced quickly and in mass quantities with the use 
 
274 Grandjouan 1989, 3. 
275 Shear 1975, Hesperia, 359, 361; Grandjouan 1989, 4. For the decorative repertoire of the Athenian 
molds see Grandjouan 1989, 4 and hence. 
276 Grandjouan 1989, 32-40. 
277 For  the other terms see Agora  XXII, 2-3; Adam-Veleni 2011, Ζ’ ΕλλΚερ, 373-374. For  the 
characteristics of the shape see Agora XXII, 3-4. 
278 Adam-Veleni 2011, Ζ’ ΕλλΚερ, 373-374. For the characteristics of the shape see Agora XXII, 3-4. 
279 For Bion’s workshop see Rotroff 2013, 15-23. 
280 Agora XXII, 33; Rotroff 1982, Hesperia, 331, 335; Anderson-Stojanovic 1992, 29; Rotroff 2006, 
Hesperia, 357; James 2010, 76; Rotroff 2013, 15. Bion’s workshop produced relief bowls from the last  
quarter of the 3rd century until the first third of the 2nd century BC. For the history and bibliography 
regarding relief bowls see Rotroff 2006, Hesperia 75, 358-359. 
281 Agora XXII, 6-8, 11; Rotroff 1982, Hesperia, 330-331, 335; Hayes 1991, 13; Anderson-Stojanovic 
1992, 29; Rotroff 2006, Hesperia, 368-369, 371; James 2010, 76; Adam-Veleni 2011, Ζ’ ΕλλΚερ, 374- 
375; Rotroff 2013, 26. As L.L.Neuru supports, the so called ‘Megarian’ relief ware are substitute of the  
more expensive bronze, silver and gold vessels. S.Rotroff also claimed that they are copies of the 
expensive metal ware. Furthermore, she believes that moldmade bowls were also manufactured in Sicily 
or southern Italy. P.Adam-Veleni agrees that they are imitations of the luxurious metal vessels of the 
Hellenistic period. 




of molds. Therefore, relief bowls can be dated by using a relative chronology based on 
shape and decoration.283 Their construction required special expertise from the potters 
as well as the use of molds, which were usually stamped.284 The decorative motifs are 
divided into different categories by each researcher according to the findings of each 
area of study.285 The main categories are two; the floral patterns and the figured 
motives, a division that also seems to correspond to the findings of Karasavvidou plot. 
The first fragment of moldmade bowl (No. 61) (Plate 18) belongs to part of a 
rim, which was decorated with a horizontal floral rim pattern. The bowl bears a wide 
reserved groove under the rim, which is defined by two ridges.286 A. Panti categorized 
the bowls according to the shape of the rim into three types. According to this view, 
No. 61 belongs to the second type of relief moldmade bowls, a type commonly found 
in Macedonian workshops and in Thessalian workshops which were under Macedonian 
influence.287 The decoration of the walls is not recognizable but it could also have been 
decorated with floral motives. Bowl No. 61 finds its parallel in Leibethra and can be 
dated in the second century BC.288 
The next two fragments (Nos. 62, 63) (Plate 18) are attributed to the type of 
floral bowls289 with nymphaea caerulea.290 The first fragment (No. 62) preserves parts 






283 Agora XXII, 2; Akamatis 1993, 316. I.Akamatis also supports the view that the moldmade bowls are 
difficult to dated due to their industrial, mass production. 
284 For the technique, the molds and the stamps see Agora XXII, 4-5; Rotroff 1982, Hesperia, 312; 
Grandjouan 1989, 2-3; Akamatis 1993, 144-159; Rotroff 2000, Ε’ ΕλλΚερ, 496-500; Rotroff 2006, 
Hesperia, 372; Drougou 2014 (a), 465-475. Stamps were used by potters to create the whole or a part of 
the mold. Akamatis 1993, 316. 
285 S.Rotroff (Agora XXII, 15) separated the Athenian bowls in four categories, the pine-cone scales, 
overlapping leaves or petals, elaborate floral compositions and figured scenes. For other decorative 
patterns of relief bowls see Grandjouan 1989, 4-16. L.L.Neuru (Hayes 1991, 13) divided the motives of 
relief bowls in four categories according to their decoration: vegetal, geometric, animal and architecture. 
I.Akamatis (Akamatis 1993, 150, 160, 344-345) divided the bowls’ molds in floral and narrative. 
Additionally the big molds bear two decorative zones, combining floral motifs at the lower and narrative 
scenes at the upper zone. P.Adam-Veleni (Adam-Veleni 1997, Δ’ ΕλλΚερ, 143) referred in floral, 
narrative, complexes of decorative motifs and animals for relief bowls from Petres. A.Panti (Panti 2018, 
Θ’ ΕλλΚερ, 317) categorized the material from Leibethra in floral, geometric motifs, figured 
representations with humans and animals and narrative scenes. 
286 For the term rim pattern and its decoration see Agora XXII, 3. 
287 Panti 2018, Θ’ ΕλλΚερ, 316. 
288 Panti 2018, Θ’ ΕλλΚερ, 316, pl. 1, fig. a:h. 
289 For floral bowls see Agora XXII, 17-18. 
290 For the term see Agora XXIX, 3. 
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Parallels have been identified in Athens291, Dodona292, Kassopi293 and Peukochori.294 
All examples from the other areas are dated in the late 3rd until the middle of the 2nd 
century, except for the Athenian parallel which is dated after 150 BC due to its possible 
origin from Corinth295, suggesting a similar chronology for Veroia’s relief bowl. The 
second one (No. 63) also preserves two nymphaea caerulea alternating with twisted 
shoots from which two tendrils emerge. Although in Veroia’s bowl it is not clear, it 
seems that between the tendrils a central stem exist which possibly ends in a floral motif 
(spiral shoot, rosette, vine leaf etc.). Furthermore, perhaps on the lower part of the wall 
and around the medal, the bowl was decorated with acanthus leaves. Similar examples 
were found in Petres of Florina296, Tithorea297 and Leibethra.298 Many molds decorated 
with twisted shots and emerging tendrils were also discovered in Pella.299 Bowls Nos. 
63 and 62 must be dated in the same period, as they both bear similar floral patterns 
with nymphaea caerulea. Fragment No. 62 preserves one central rib separating the leaf 
in two quite relief parts, while No. 63 preserves two central ribs with lower relief leaves. 
Both of them have linear outlines. 
Bowl No. 64 (Plate 18) does not follow the previous iconographic theme but is 
decorated with other floral motifs, a bunch of grapes surrounded by five rosettes. Above 
the bunch, there is an arched zone like garland. Throughout the entire examined 
bibliography, no exact parallel was found for this piece of other areas. Examples with 
grapes and vine leaves were discovered on molds from Pella.300 Concerning the 
chronology, it must follow the dating of the other floral bowls. 
The following four fragments of Hellenistic hemispherical relief bowls are 
attributed to the category of figured decorated bowls301, which were produced in 
 
 
291 Agora XXII, 88, pl. 65, fig. 371. 
292 Gravani 1997, Δ’ ΕλλΚερ, 336, pls. 239, 244, figs. d, a. 
293 Gravani 2000, Ε’ ΕλλΚερ, 485, pl. 238, figs. 173, 150. 
294 Vasileiou 2018, Θ’ ΕλλΚερ, 185, pl. 9, fig. i. 
295 Agora XXII, 42. In Athens the relief bowls were introduced in the late 3rd century but the imports 
started after 150 BC. The pale clay of example 371 suggests a Corinthian origin. 
296 Adam-Veleni, 1997, Δ’ ΕλλΚερ, 143-144, pl.114, figs. c,d; Lilimpaki-Akamati – Akamatis 2006, 33; 
Adam-Veleni 2011, Ζ’ Ελλ. Κερ., 377, pl. 151, 152, fig. b, c. I.Akamatis published in 1993 the molds  
from Pella. Among them there are molds with twisted shoots and tendrils. Akamatis 1993, pls. 136-162. 
297 Zachos 2004, ΣΤ’ ΕλλΚερ, 527, pl. 256, fig. b. 
298 Panti 2018, Θ’ ΕλλΚερ, pl. 5, fig. a. 
299 Akamatis 1993, pls. 136-162. 
300 Akamatis 1993, 186-187, pl. 275. 
301 For figured bowls see Agora XXII, 19-25. I.Akamatis named the decoration of these bowls’ molds as 
narrative. See Akamatis 1993, 120-143. 
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Macedonia around the first half of the 2nd century BC.302 Three of them depict a male 
figure and the last one possibly a centaur. Example No. 65 (Plate 18) shows a mature 
bearded man holding branches, perhaps of wheat. Perhaps the bowl reflects the 
agricultural process of recovering cereals or a mature man holding offerings for a 
sanctuary. Another hypothesis for the identification of the figure is the Triptolemus. No 
similar decoration has been found in any other discovered bowl, at least based on the 
examined bibliography. Fragment No. 66 (Plate 18) possibly represents a male figure 
dressed in a chiton and a himation. His right hand is raised outstretched over the 
himation. The excerpt of the himation, the five folds (which form rounded edges) of the 
chiton and the fingers of the hand are rendered almost schematically without any natural 
movement of the hand and the garment. Bowl No. 67 (Plate 19) most likely depicts 
again a male figure touching the slightly lowered head with his hand. The attribution of 
the form in a man is due to the robust hand but mostly due to the possible existence of 
a beard. Example No. 68 (Plate 19) preserves the front legs, possibly of a centaur. 
Following the inner traces of the wheel, one can observe that the front legs are raised 
supporting the animal on the two hind legs. S. Rotroff categorized these decorative 
bowls among the idyllic scenes.303 Relief bowls with centaurs’ representations were 
found in the Athenian Agora and have been dated in 225-175 BC.304 A mold with a 
centaur was also found in Athens and was dated as in the above examples.305 
The profile of the bowls from Veroia is not easily recognizable due to the bowls’ 
fragmentary condition. Figured bowls correspond manly in Macedonia but were also 
produced in several regions.306 Rotroff dates the Attic figured wares in the late 3rd 
century until the middle 2nd century BC307, while according to Drougou and 
Touratsoglou they started being manufactured in Macedonia in the middle of the 2nd 
century.308 Very important can also be considered the abundant molds from Pella which 






302 Drougou-Touratsoglou 2012, Threpteria, 246-248. 
303 Agora XXII, 19. 
304 Agora XXII, 59-60, 70, pls. 24, 25, 41, figs. 129-133, 212. 
305 Agora XXII, 78, pl. 54, fig. 275. 
306 Drougou-Touratsoglou 2013, 51. 
307 Agora XXII, 19. 
308 Drougou-Touratsoglou 1991, 24; Drougou-Touratsoglou 2013, 51-52. 
309 Akamatis 1993, 345-346. 
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Special decoration bears the base of bowl No. 69 (Plate 19) which is mended 
from two sherds. It preserves intact the plastic rounded base that is defined by a reserved 
groove, while the lower walls are decorated with vertical engraved lines. An exact 
parallel has been unearthed in Leibethra and has been dated in the 2nd century or slightly 
later. Panti categorizes the fragment among the relief moldmade bowls with floral 
























































Fragment No. 70 (Plate 19) is part of a relief medallion from a pyxis’ lid. The 
medallion represents an embraced couple. The iconographic theme is usual in 
Macedonian Hellenistic pyxides, especially of type B, as the relief decoration of the 
medallion is more common in tripod pyxides.311 Also, tripod pyxides are considered as 
later than the type’s A examples, since they started being produced in the early 2nd 
century, a conclusion that conforms with the later dating of the vessel.312 The 
assumption that fragment No. 70 belongs to a type B pyxis is strengthened by the 
surviving examples which preserve a lower body with plastic legs and relief 
medallions.313 Tripod pyxides with relief medallions depicting two figures survive in 
Pella314 and have been dated in the middle 2nd century or just after.315 The iconographic 
theme is recognized by the scholar as Eros and Psyche.316 This is proved by two other 
tripod pyxides that represent Eros and Psyche in full body317 ; the latter have been also 
dated in the middle and in the early second half of the 2nd century BC.318 Finally, worth 
noting is the existence of the same relief pattern on the floor of two bowls from 
Kythnos319 and on a cup from Pontus.320 The bowls from Kythnos find their parallels 
in two cups from the Athenian Agora321 and have been dated in 240-220 and 200-175 
BC, while the cup from Pontus has been dated in 240-220 BC and represents either Eros 




311 Drougou-Touratsoglou 1998, 163. Relief medals exist both in type A and B, but is more common in 
type B pyxides. For the technique of manufacture, the decorative emblems and their origin from metal 
prototypes see Drougou-Touratsoglou 1998, 163-165, fn. 157. For a medalion’s mold see Lungu 2011, 
Ζ’ ΕλλΚερ, pl. 216, fig. b. 
312 Drougou-Touratsoglou 2012, Threpteria, 242, 244. 
313 Petsas 1964, ADelt, 352, pl. 413, figs. b, c; Petsas 1966, ADelt, 336, pl. 358, b; Allamani-Tzanavari 
1990, Β’ ΕλλΚερ, 156, pl. 81, fig. b; Lilimpaki-Akamati 1994, pls. 4, 26, 29, 39, figs. 25, 52, 220, 266, 
325; Drougou-Touratsoglou 1998, pl. 5, fig. Π 1208-1209. For pyxides of type A with relief medallions 
see Allamani-Tzanavari 1990, Β’ ΕλλΚερ, pl. 81, fig. a; Lilimpaki-Akamati 1994, pls. 12, 38, 39, figs. 
86, 319, 321, 324, 327; Drougou-Touratsoglou 1998, pl. 6, fig. Π 1212; Nikolaou 2011, Ζ’ ΕλλΚερ, pl. 
326, fig. d (BE 17760). 
314 Lilimpaki-Akamati 1994, pls. 29, 30, figs. 267, 269, 271. 
315 Lilimpaki-Akamati 1994, 213. 
316 Lilimpaki-Akamati 1994, 175-176. 
317 Lilimpaki-Akamati 1994, 126, 131, pl. 4, figs. 25, 46. 
318 Lilimpaki-Akamati 1994, 212. 
319 Tsilogianni 2018, Θ’ ΕλλΚερ, 425-426, fn. 17, pl. 2, figs. g, h. 
320 Lungu 2011, Ζ’ ΕλλΚερ, pl. 215, fig. a. 








Handle No. 71 (Plate 19) preserves at its root a relief theatrical mask. Similar 
relief mask was found on a handle from a vase from Petres in Florina.322 Such masks 
were also found in Corinth but they served as supports.323 
Fragment No. 72 (Plate 19) preserves a lion’s head spout which was attached 
on a vessel. A similar vase with an attached animal head was also discovered in the 
‘House of Chrysaliskos’ in Bosporus and dates from the middle 2nd until the last quarter 
of the 1st century when the house was burned.324 The relief heads on ceramics must be 
imitations of metal vessels as the examples from Delos and Derveni prove.325 Taking 
into consideration the metal prototypes, the lion’s head No. 72 can be attributed to a 
stamnoid pyxis or situla and can possibly be dated in the last quarter of the 4th century 



























322 Lilimpaki-Akamati – Akamatis 2006, 28, 31. 
323 Edwards 1986, Hesperia, 405. Comic masks and lions’ heads were used also as feet for the relief mold 
made bowls. Anderson-Stojanovic 1992, 29. 
324 Zhuravlev 2011, Θ’ ΕλλΚερ, 872-873, pl. 354, fig. a:1. 
325 Barr-Sharrar 2004, ΣΤ’ ΕλλΚερ, 677-682, pls. 326, 327, figs. c, d, a, b. The metal vessels of these 
areas are dated in the 4th century BC. The imitation of the metal prototypes is confirmed by the stamnoid 
situla from Derveni tomb A, which was copied in 330-320 BC by a potter who produced Gnathian 








Fragment No. 73 (Plate 20) belongs to a squat lekythos326 of type A327 decorated 
with a red figured enclosed palmette. The shape and categorization of the lekythos 
according to its decoration cannot be identified due to its fragmentary situation. The 
central petal is thin and its top, which is turned to left, is higher than the arches in which 
the adjacent petals are framed. The other leaves are rendered in a fan way, while the 
first leaf from the left side has a flattened edge. Arched lines which become thinner at 
the edge framed the whole palmette, as well as a second curved line starting from the 
middle of the anthemion and continuing downwards. According to the above 
characteristics, the squat lekythos can perhaps be attributed to the first type of Pydna’s 
examples.328 Squat lekythoi with red figured palmettes have been found in many sites 
in ancient Macedonia. Comparable with our example are those of the Bricks Tomb of 
the Great Tumulus in Vergina dated in the last quarter of the 4th century329, in grave E 
65 in Lete dating in the middle 4th century330, in tomb 42 in Aiani dating in the late 4th 
or early 3rd century331, in tombs of ancient Pydna dating in the 4th century332, in the 
Agora of Pella of the 4th century333, in Crete after the middle 4th century BC.334 Squat 
lekythoi were produced from the second half of the 5th century but the majority of the 
red figured examples come from the 4th century BC335, a dating which conforms with 
the chronologies of the parallels from other areas. Lekythos No. 73, although 
fragmentary, should be dated around the middle of the 4th century or just after. 
Additionally, the shiny black glaze allows the attribution to an Attic workshop. 
The last fragment that is going to be examined from Karasavvidou plot (No. 74) 
(Plate 20) belongs to a red figured krater, perhaps of the bell type. At its upper level, 
the fragment is decorated with a line of eggs and dot pattern and right below that, it 
 
 
326 For the shape and its development through the years see Agora XII, 153-154. 
327 As type A are considered the squat lekythoi decorated with a red figured palmette. Tzanavari-Filis 
2011, Ζ’ ΕλλΚερ, 448. 
328 Kotitsa 2019, 213. 
329 Drougou 2014 (b), 148-149, fig. 3. 
330 Tzanavari-Filis 2011, Ζ’ ΕλλΚερ, 446, pl. 185, fig. a. 
331 Karamitrou-Mentesidi 2011, Ζ’ ΕλλΚερ, 411, pl. 174, fig. a. (1544) 
332 Kallini 2014, Η’ ΕλλΚερ, 645, pl. 213, figs. a, b, c; Kotitsa 2019, 211-212, figs. 3, 4. 
333 Akamatis 2018, 210-215, pls. 109-114, figs. 7-45. 
334 Egglezou 2005, 247, pl. 101, fig. 561. 
335 Egglezou 2005, 247; Kallini 2014, Η’ ΕλλΚερ, 645. 
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preserves the upper part of a thyrsus. At its lower right edge there is a repair hole. The 
glaze is of good quality and covers both the exterior and the interior surface. Apart from 
the shiny glaze, the orange and pure clay also implies an Attic origin. Kraters with 
similar decoration were found in a debris from a public dining place in the Athenian 
Agora and are dated in the first half of the 5th century, more specific around 460 BC.336 
At the same Attic debris was discovered a mug depicting a satyr holding a thyrsus, 
which is not very similar with example No. 74, and has been dated in 450 BC.337 
Another krater depicting thyrsus preserved in Pella and dated in 380-370 BC.338 Thyrsoi 
were also held by maenads in several types of Attic vases.339 
Although eggs and dot pattern often decorate kraters, the most common shape 
bearing this motif is the red figured pelike. Such examples were discovered in Veroia340, 
Pella341 and Athens.342 However, the motif can also be identified in other shapes such 
as the psykter343, kalpis344, stamnos345, oinocloe346, pyxis347, amphora348 and squat 
lekythos.349 
Fragment No. 74 must be dated in the first half of the 4th century BC and its 
production must be attributed to Attic workshops. Similar in decoration is fragment Π 
7178 from Veroia, which also belongs to a krater’s handle. The scholars of the material, 
L. Stefani and N. Pappas dates the krater in the late 5th or the early 4th century BC and 
was attributed to Attic workshop due to its glaze and clay.350 At the same context there 
are more fragments with the same decorative motif and date in the second quarter of 
the 4th century BC.351 
 
 
336 Rotroff-Oakley 1992, Hesperia, 69-76, pls. 8, 10-15, 17, 20-21, figs. 30, 36-38, 41, 48 (P 30121, 
P30013, P 30014, P 30002, P30011, P29983, P 30019) Another krater with ovules has been attributed 
to the Kleophon Painter. Robertson 2005, 321, fig. 231. 
337 Rotroff-Oakley 1992, Hesperia, 67-68, pl. 7 fig. 23 (P 30045). 
338 Akamatis 2018, 135-136, pl. 7, fig. 34 (80/579). 
339 Robertson 2005, 157, 284, figs. 97, 98, 206. 
340 Stefani-Pappas 2014, Η’ ΕλλΚερ, pl. 55, figs. c, d (second quarter of 4th century BC). 
341 Akamatis 2018, 205, pl. 98, fig. 21 (05/3543) (370-360 BC). 
342 Tompson 1934, 333-334, 427-429, figs. 13-14 (P 1104, P 1105). 
343 Robertson 2005, 154, fig. 95. 
344 Rotroff-Oakley 1992, Hesperia, 92, pl. 38, fig. 116 (P 30055) (475-470 BC); Robertson 2005, 323, 
fig. 232. 
345 Rotroff-Oakley 1992, Hesperia, 94, pl. 41, fig. 125 (500-425 BC); Robertson 2005, 319, fig. 230. 
346 Robertson 2005, 195, fig. 133. 
347 Robertson 2005, 326, figs. 235-236. 
348 Robertson 2005, 354, figs. 252-253. 
349 Robertson 2005, 353, fig. 251; Palaiothodoros 2018, Θ’ ΕλλΚερ, pl. 1, figs. a-e. 
350 Stefani-Pappas 2014, Η’ ΕλλΚερ, 192-193, 198, pl. 55, fig. a. 







The present study of the Hellenistic pottery from Karasavvidou plot in Veroia 
confirms earlier views on the evolution of Hellenistic pottery and perhaps adds some 
new elements to the research. Starting from the black-glazed bowls that appeared during 
the late classical period and dominate throughout the Hellenistic era, it is observed that 
they are the most common finding in the plot, along with the plates. Furthermore, they 
follow the evolutionary course that has been formulated in pre-existing studies.352 
Initially, the shallow and incurved bowls (Nos. 1, 6) (Plates 1 and 2) are 
preferred; the earliest (No. 6) has black glaze of good quality and rouletting and is 
attributed to the classical tradition. Around the second quarter of the 3rd century, there 
were changes in the shape of the bowls, since bowls with outturned rim (Nos. 9, 11) 
(Plates 3 and 4) also become very popular.353 The shallow bowls with incurved rim are 
replaced by those with a similar rim but with a deeper body (Nos. 3, 5) (Plates 1 and 
2).354 The last bowl’s fragments are decorated with the semi-glazing technique, which 
applied on both deep incurved (Nos. 2, 4) (Plates 1 and 2) and outturned bowls (Nos. 
7, 8, 10) (Plates 3 and 4). This technique, according to the Athenian examples is applied 
on vases from the late 2nd until the 1st century BC355, however in Macedonia it is 
common already from the 5th century BC. The only example of bowl with deep body 
and outturned rim is No. 12 (Plate 4). This bowl is dated in the same period as the 
corresponding bowls with incurved rim from the plot. 
Regarding the second most commonly found shape from the plot, the plates, it 
is not possible to set a safe chronological order and typological development due to 
their fragmentation. No fragment preserves a full profile, nor is it possible to calculate 
the proportions of the vessel in order to examine them together and draw safe 
conclusions. However, there is a great variety of fragments. According to the surviving 
parts of the plates and the proposed dating, it seems that one of the earliest favorite 
variants were those with a curved profile and a thickened edge, which was decorated 
 
 
352 Drougou-Touratsoglou 1998, 129-133. 
353 Drougou-Touratsoglou 1998, 130. Also in Pydna’s examples observed that first introduced the 
incurved rim bowls and then follow the outturned. Kallini 2014, Η’ ΕλλΚερ, 645. 
354 Agora XXIX 1997, 162. 
355 Agora XXIX, 159-160. 
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with reserved grooves on both the upper surface and the vertical face of the rim (No. 
17) (Plate 6). The specific example from Veroia dates in the first half of the 3rd century 
and is the earliest example. Plates of the same type, also belonging to the category with 
West Slope decoration (Nos. 56, 57) (Plate 16), have been found in the plot and are also 
attributed to the 3rd century BC. Plate No. 15 (Plate 5) is dated in the second half of the 
same century (perhaps at the beginning) due to its strongly curved downwards rim, 
which has a reserved groove. Probably a continuation of the previous shape (within the 
2nd century) is example No. 13 (Plate 5). The rim continues to be curved downwards 
but does not form a curve, instead it forms a sharp angle.356 However, plates with rolled 
rim are the most common type of plate in the Hellenistic period which were produced 
from the early 4th century, while in Karasavvidou plot only an example (No. 16) (Plate 
6) dating in the late 2nd century is preserved. Finally, another later example, 
contemporary to the previous one, is a plate’s sherd with an upturned rim (No. 14) 
(Plate 5), a type that continues until the early 1st century. 
A variant of the simple plate is the fishplate. The oldest fragment belongs to rim 
No. 20 (Plate 7), which has perfectly flat walls and a sharp vertical angle from which 
the vertical rim hangs. This plate, is probably Attic and is dated, according to the 
examples of the Athenian Agora, in the third quarter of the 4th century. In later periods, 
the vertical and sharp angle that forms the junction of the rim with the body begins to 
be smoother357 as confirmed by examples No. 22 and 21 (Plate 7) which date to the 
early 3rd and late 3rd or 2nd centuries BC respectively. It is observed that the early, 
probably Attic, example has a reserved groove at the end of the wall, which becomes 
wider in the later samples. 
The two preserved fishplate feet (Nos, 18, 19) also help us examine the 
typological evolution of the shape. The first, No. 19 (Plate 7) is placed around the 
second decade of the 3rd century and has a curved in profile ring foot, with a slightly 
nippled unglazed underside. The engraved groove around the shallow and beveled 
depression forms a very thin and sharp ring. The later foot No. 18 (Plate 6) is placed 
around 225-175 BC and has a sturdier foot with a larger resting surface, concave and 
convex underside. It also has a deeper vertically cut depression, which is defined by a 
visibly thicker plastic ring surrounded by a wider groove. It is noteworthy that both 
 
356 Agora XXIX, 150. 
357 Agora XXIX, 148. 
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surviving feet do not bear glaze on the underside, an integral technique of Attic 
fishplates.358 Therefore, it is probably a local peculiarity of the pottery. 
A common shape with great variety is also the kantharos. Among the findings 
of the plot there are two kantharoi continuing the classical tradition. The first and 
earliest No. 29 (Plate 9) preserves a calyx lower body with vertical ribs, which are so 
deeply engraved that they are tangible even on the inner surface.359 The above 
characteristics place the example in the late 4th century. Chronologically next is 
example No. 30 (Plate 10), preserving vertical ribbing, noticeable softer engraved on 
the lower part of the body and a smoother transition to the upper part of the body. These 
features date the kantharos in the early 3rd century. Chronologically close to the first 
one is example No. 28 (Plate 9) preserving a plastic ring with vertical stripes, which 
also makes the transition from the lower calyx to the upper straight body abrupt. Later 
kantharoi, which are attributed to the classical type are Nos. 27 (Plate 9) and 31 (Plate 
10). They have common features as they preserve the lower calyx body, part of the 
upper cylindrical walls and a small part of the beginning of the handles, elements which 
in combination with the lack of vertical decorative ribs place them in the first half of 
the 3rd century. 
Although the kantharos production following the classical standards shows that 
it continues until the middle of the 3rd century according to the findings, already from 
the second decade of the same century the appearance of the first Hellenistic specimens 
in Veroia begins. The first fragments of Hellenistic kantharoi Nos. 23, 24 (Plate 8), both 
dating in the second half of the 3rd century, have more slender proportions. The lower 
calyx is replaced by a taller body with slightly curved or straight walls and the transition 
to the upper body is now achieved through an angle.360 Both the curvature of the walls 
and the angle of the transition are softened over the years.361 Finally, the two handles 
Nos. 25, 26 (Plate 8) that were found probably belong to kantharoi of the classical type 
but not of the classical era.362 The handles of the examples of the previous era follow 
the stocky proportions of the shape, while their evolution in the Hellenistic era begins 
 
 
358 Agora XXIX, 147-148. 
359 Agora XII, 21. 
360 Agora XXIX, 100. 
361 Agora XXIX, 102. 




and acquires slender proportions. In general, this change of proportions over the years 
is a feature of the shape.363 
Although in a small concentration among the other findings, compared to other 
shapes pyxides are also produced with great variety (6). Though produced for years in 
Attica, in the Hellenistic era they are also produced by local Macedonian workshops 
with very different characteristics from those already known.364 Pyxides of types A and 
B, the most common types in Macedonia, have conical bowl with a wide horizontal 
flange, on which rests the cylindrical walls of the lid. The lid also has a horizontal 
flange, surrounding the dome. The latest examples are characterized by their slender 
proportions. A special distinctive feature of the shape is the configuration of the foot, 
either conical or tripod, with a chronological precedence of the first type.365 The special 
decorative relief medallion of pyxides appeared mainly during the 2nd century BC and 
usually decorated pyxides of type B.366 
Other glazed vases corresponding in the plot are the lekanides, the fusiform 
unguentaria and the askos. Unfortunately, the fragmentation of the lekanides does not 
allow us to describe a typological evolution, except that most likely over time their 
body begins to lose its curvature (No. 36) (Plate 11) and acquire a more angular profile 
(No. 35) (Plate 11).367 However, this conclusion may not be quite accurate as the 
absence of the angle from sherd No. 36 may be due to its fragmentation. 
As for the perfume bottles, they have a special course through the centuries. The 
prime classical perfume bottle, which is absent from the findings of the excavation, is 
the classical lekythos. It is replaced by squat lekythoi that began being produced at the 
end of the 5th and flourished as a shape throughout the 4th century.368 This shape is one 
of the oldest findings of the excavation (No. 73) (Plate 20) and marks the late Classical 
period. The perfume bottles produced immediately afterwards (spherical body with flat 
circular base) are missing from the plot, thus creating a gap.369 However, preserved 
sherds from their last phase is the fusiform unguentaria, which are dated from the 
 
363 Agora XXIX, 100. 
364 Agora XXIX, 188, fn. 1. 
365 Drougou-Touratsoglou 2012, Threpteria, 242, 244. 
366 Drougou-Touratsoglou 1998, 148, 164. 
367 Agora XXIX, 192. 
368 Agora XII, 153; Drougou-Touratsoglou 1997, Δ’ ΕλλΚερ, 156. 
369 Such perfume bottles were found in Veroia, Thessaloniki, the neighboring Pydna and allover 
Macedonia. Drougou-Touratsoglou 1994, Γ’ ΕλλΚερ, 135; Kallini 2014, Η’ ΕλλΚερ, 645. 
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middle of the 2nd until the 1st century.370 Another vessel intended for the storage of 
perfumes and oils is the askos. The shape is represented by example No. 40 (Plate 12), 
which dates to about the first quarter of the 3rd century, the period when the evolution 
of the perfume bottles in Karasavvidou plot has a gap. Therefore, during the 3rd century 
when the squat lekythoi ceased being produced in Macedonia, the askoi coexisted with 
the spherical perfume bottles of this period that are missing from the plot’s findings.371 
Having reached some conclusions about the glazed fine ceramics, the study will 
continue with the decorated pottery. Among the ways of decoration that prevailed 
during the Hellenistic period, it is concluded that the findings of the plot are dominated 
by those of the West Slope technique. All sherds are decorated with floral patterns and 
garlands. The earliest specimen of this decoration (dated back to the first quarter of the 
3rd century) is trefoil oinochoe No. 53 (Plate 15), which is decorated with a painted 
myrtle branch.372 Next, the two Attic products that are placed in the first half of the 3rd 
century are also early and seem to introduce the engraving in the local pottery of the 
West Slope. These are the askos of guttus type No. 45 (Plate 13) and the plate No. 55 
(Plate 16). Both are decorated with painted ivy leaves and engraved branches. 
Comparing the askos (No. 45) (Plate 13) with West Slope decoration with the simplest 
but approximately contemporary askos No. 40 (Plate 12), it is easy to understand the 
difference between the two samples of the same shape. The above askoi represent 
different workshops. Morphologically, the Attic example has almost straight walls and 
sharp angle while the local product still has curved walls joined by a curve. In terms of 
decoration, Attica had already developed the technique of the West Slope as it had 
already added the engraving while in Macedonia (at least for askoi) the development 
was delayed.373 Probably contemporary with Nos. 45 and 55 (Plates 13 and 16) is 
kantharos No. 47 (Plate 14), who retains the painted decoration and bears many 
similarities with the tradition of Pergamon. Chronologically next are plates Nos. 56 and 
57 (Plate 16), with both of them coming from a local workshop. These plates date to 
the 3rd century, certainly in the first quarter of the 3rd century and afterwards due to their 
engraving. The example No. 56 (Plate 16) and kantharos No. 46 (Plate 14) probably 
 
370 Drougou-Touratsoglou 1994, Γ’ ΕλλΚερ, 135. The evolution of perfume bottles in Macedonia noticed 
also by S.Drougou and I.Touratsoglou. Drougou-Touratsoglou 1997, Δ’ ΕλλΚερ, 156. 
371 Drougou-Touratsoglou 1997, Δ’ ΕλλΚερ, 156. 
372 Myrtle branch is also an early popular decorative motif in Attic West Slope pottery, which disappeared 
in the second quarter of the 3rd century. Agora XXIX, 48. 
373 For Attic guttus with floral West Slope decoration see Agora XXIX, 173. 
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belongs to the second half of the century. After the middle of the same century, the 
sherds Nos. 48, 49, 50, 51 (Plate 14) of the special bowl are placed, which preserve 
engraved decoration inside. The later West Slope examples consist of four pyxides that 
preserve painted decoration with tears, ivy leaves and a palmette on top of the dome, as 
well as a red gloss lagynos with engraved decoration. The pyxides are probably placed 
in the first half of the 2nd century and onwards. 
From what was mentioned above, it is understandable that the earliest vessels 
decorated with West Slope motives bear painted floral decoration, while the early Attic 
ones also add the engraving technique.374 Immediately after, it seems that the engraving 
from local products is also adopted. According to S. Drougou, this addition was made 
in the second half of the century.375 As for the tears, it seems that they are introduced a 
few years later in the repertoire of local pottery. Regarding kantharos No. 47 (Plate 14), 
if we accept that it originates or is influenced by Pergamon, this design already exists 
from the first half of the 3rd century as an import and then becomes a product of local 
production.376 Finally, the absence of new shapes decorated with the West Slope 
technique should be noted. It is also evident that decorative themes are not exclusively 
used for certain shapes, as the same pattern may be recognized in different shapes. 
However, it is certain that the floral motifs and especially the ivy leaves between 
branches are quite popular.377 Impressive is the fact that Veroia is a Hellenistic city with 
a strong presence of the Egyptian gods378, however there is no surviving sherds with 
West Slope representing a symbol of them. Of course, this may be interpreted as a 
random event and not as a conclusion that they were missing from local production. 
A second technique that is applied in the Hellenistic pottery but has its roots in 
the classical period is the impressed decoration. As the findings of the plot show, the 
classical linked palmettes are missing. The immediately next stage of development is 
preserved, which is the radiating linked palmettes that overlap in their lower part (No. 
58) (Plate 17).379 At this stage, the lower petals of the palmette are formed with ionic 
 
 
374 S. Rotroff places the use of incision in the second quarter of the 3rd century BC. Agora XXIX, 43. 
375 Drougou 1991, 23. 
376 In the Athenian tradition spearhead necklaces decorates the ceramics from the classical period. Agora 
XXIX, 58. 
377 Ivy leaves in West Slope decoration were popular already from the gold-plated pottery in the classical 
period. Agora XXIX, 48. 
378 Witt 1970, Ancient Macedonia, 328-330; Tzanavari 1993, Ancient Macedonia, 1671-1679. 
379 Agora XII, 29. 
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volutes and the upper ones rendered into a fanlike way380, while all this central 
composition is framed by fine rouletting. After the bowl of the second half of the 4th 
century, the evolution continues with a plate (No. 60) (Plate 17) dating in the late 3rd to 
early 2nd century (probably at the end of the 3rd century), which keeps the volutes at its 
lower part while the upper petals bend down sharply. However, it is observed that the 
size and especially the width of the palmette increases, while rouletting is probably 
abandoned. The final stage (according to the findings of the plot) is plate (No. 59) (Plate 
17) with taller palmettes around a rosette, the petals of which are obviously rendered 
less negligible as the volutes are absent and the petals end at irregular pointed edges; 
now the elaborate rouletting is replaced by two simpler reserved grooves. Regarding 
the stamped technique, it seems that the plate No. 60 (Plate 17) was probably made by 
an unexperienced craftsman who did not properly pressed the curved stamp and for that 
reason the central part of the palmette was not visible. Plate No. 59 (Plate 17) was made 
with a stamp with outline around the palmette which increased the durability of the 
stamp, while the early example No. 58 (Plate 17) was probably made by an experienced 
craftsman who had the skill to rotate the curved stamp and gave all the details. There is 
also a possibility that a new stamp was used which had not worn out.381 
Immediately after the middle of the 3rd century, it seems that the relief 
moldmade bowls are introduced in Athens.382 This technique flourished in Macedonia 
with an innovation in the middle of the 2nd century, when the Macedonians invented a 
new theme for this shape, the Homeric bowls.383 Most of the samples from the plot (also 
including the sherds that have not been presented in this study) have floral motifs and 
date back to the early years of the technique, while a much smaller number depict 
human figures belonging to the Macedonian tradition. Finally, there was also a single 
bowl that depicted a centaur, a mythological creature (No. 68) (Plate 19) which is 
already known from Attica in the late 3rd and early 2nd century. As for the floral motifs, 
it seems that the theme with the nymphaea caerulea is very popular.384 Very impressive 
is example No. 69 (Plate 19), which has found only a parallel in Macedonia and it 
 
 
380 Agora XII, 25. 
381 Corbett 1955, 173-174. Agora XII, 23, 28. 
382 Agora XXII, 33. Rotroff 1982, Hesperia, 331. 
383 Drougou 1991, 24-25; Drougou-Touratsoglou 2012, Threpteria, 246. 
384 According to P.Adam-Veleni nymphaea caerulea from Petres of Florina, which covered entirely the 
walls of the bowls, are considered as later examples. Veroia’s examples belong to this category, as the 
walls are only covered by this theme. Adam-Veleni 1997, Δ’ ΕλλΚερ, 143. 
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obviously comes from a local workshop. Another special sherd with relief decoration 
is the relief medallion No. 70 (Plate 19) which confirms the theory that later Hellenistic 
pyxides from Macedonia are adorned with relief medallions in the center of the dome, 
prevailing over the previous and predominant type A pyxides of the 3rd century.385 Also, 
the two relief elements that survive (namely the theatrical mask No. 71 and the lion 
head No. 72) (Plate 19) both prove the influence of metalwork in Hellenistic 
ceramics.386 
Finally, regarding the two red figured vessels, they will be examined in a 
broader context together with other Attic products that were found in Karasavvidou 
plot, therefore confirming the preference of imported Attic vessels. Starting from the 
older findings, it seems that the introduction of the Athenian vessels during the 4th 
century is quite large, as the earliest vases that are among the findings of the plot come 
from Attica. These sherds belong to a red figured krater (No. 74) (Plate 20) of the 
early 4th century, to a red figured squat lekythos (No. 73) (Plate 20) of the middle 4th 
century or immediately afterwards, to a bowl with impressed decoration (No. 58) (Plate 
17) dating to the second half of the century, to a classical kantharos (No. 29) (Plate 9), 
a fish plate (No. 20) (Plate 7) of the late 4th century and a black glazed bowl with 
rouletting decoration (No. 6) (Plate 2) of the late 4th century, around 300 BC. In the 3rd 
century, the imported products are limited to kantharoi Nos. 30 and 31 (Plate 10) of the 
early 3rd century, an askos (No. 45) (Plate 13) of the second quarter or the first half of 
the century, as well as a plate (No. 55) (Plate 16) of the first half of the same century. 
It is therefore observed that the Attic examples extend chronologically up to 250 BC 
and then disappeared, at least based on the evidence found on the plot.387 
The foot of fishplate No. 19 (Plate 7) bears also a glaze of good quality and pure 
orange reddish clay but the absence of glaze at the underside, a basic characteristic for 
Attic fishplates according to S. Rotroff388, possibly implies a local workshop and most 
likely the workshop of Pella. This assumption is based on the fact that one of the two 
 
 
385 Drougou-Touratsoglou 1998, 163; Drougou-Touratsoglou 2012, Threpteria, 242, 244. 
386 See the chapter for the relief decoration and especially the last part for the attached relief objects on 
vessels. 
387 Graikos 2014, Η’ ΕλλΚερ, 190; Stefani-Pappas 2014, Η’ ΕλλΚερ, 193-194. Also in plot Charitonakis 
in Veroia there is almost the same introduction of Attic pottery during the 4th and 3rd century. Drougou- 
Touratsoglou 1990, Β’ ΕλλΚερ, 79. The trade of Attic products in ancient Lete follows the general 
observations for the other Macedonian areas. Tzanavari-Filis 2011, Ζ’ ΕλλΚερ, 455. 
388 Agora XXIX 1997, 147. 
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kinds of clay that were used for the capital’s ceramics resembles with the clay from 
Athens, making it difficult to distinguish if it’s local or Attic. Also, the lower quality of 
Attic products of the last quarter of the 4th century makes it hard to distinguish them 
from local vases.389 Moreover, local pottery most often imitates products of the 
Athenian Kerameikos.390 
The influence of the shapes and decoration of the Hellenistic pottery from the 
metalwork has been pointed out by many scholars.391 According to S. Drougou and I. 
Touratsoglou, two of the most important scholars of the Hellenistic pottery, the new 
perfume bottles, which coexisted with other shapes, are the askoi and they are products 
inspired by metalwork. The same theory also applies to the relief decoration, which 
mainly flourished during the 2nd century with prominent examples the tripod pyxides.392 
In conclusion, the pottery from the plot extends over a large period of the city 
life itself, dating from the early 4th until the 1st century BC. Judging by the shapes of 
the pottery that have been found, it is concluded that they probably belong to a house 
as most of them are tableware. The exceptions among the findings are the perfume 
bottles and the pyxides which are not tableware, yet they also conform with the 
assumption that the complex belongs to a house. The absence of lamps from this 
dissertation is due to their fragmentation, the lack of time and the limited length of this 
study and not because of their scarcity from the findings in reality. 
Among the findings, the massive productive character of Hellenistic pottery is 
observed.393 This mass production must be attributed to the prevailing tendency at that 
time for the use of luxurious objects in daily life and copying them in clay, which had 
as a result the creation of the Hellenistic "koine" pottery.394 The Attic influence and 
the import of Attic products during the 4th century is also clear, a practice that fades out 




389 Akamatis 2018, Θ’ ΕλλΚερ, 96. 
390 Drougou-Touratsoglou 2018, Θ’ ΕλλΚερ, 734. The influence of the Athenian products to the local 
tradition is also visible in the relief marble stele from Veroia, which follow the attic prototypes as they 
formed in the Aegean. Allamani-Tzanavari 1999, Ancient Macedonia, 57-58. 
391 Graikos 2014, Η’ ΕλλΚερ, 190; Drougou-Touratsoglou 2018, Θ’ ΕλλΚερ, 737. 
392 Drougou-Touratsoglou 1997, Δ’ ΕλλΚερ, 156; Drougou-Touratsoglou 1998, 147, 165; Drougou- 
Touratsoglou 2018, Θ’ ΕλλΚερ, 737. 
393 Gravani 1989, Α΄ ΕλλΚερ, 3. 
394 Drougou-Touratsoglou 1997, Δ’ ΕλλΚερ, 156; Drougou-Touratsoglou 2018, Θ’ ΕλλΚερ, 738. 
395 Drougou-Touratsoglou 1990, Β’ ΕλλΚερ, 79. 
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during this period in Macedonia396, which may have been strengthened by the decline 
in the quality of Attic products.397 Concerning the shapes’ evolution, in some cases the 
local workshops follow the Athenian prototypes but in other cases the shapes develop 
in a very different way.398 It is obvious that the classical tradition in Veroia extends 
until the early 3rd century; for some years both Classical and Hellenistic shapes 
coexisted.399 
Finally, the Hellenistic pottery’s birth and development throughout the years 
cannot be defined as a random act of a chance. In contrast, it should be considered as a 
complex outcome of historical and political events that took place on the Macedonian 
kingdom at that time. The reign of Philip II and the annexation of new areas rich in 
ores, led to the economic prosperity of the Macedonian kingdom.400 Also the kingdom 
was financially strengthened after the arrival of gold from Alexander's campaign to the 
East.401 As a subsequence of this prosperity, the population was looking for luxury in 
everyday life. This need had as a result the increase of local production, the massive 
manufacture of vessels and thus the creation of the Hellenistic pottery as a continuation 
of the Classical pottery. This rapid development of local workshops is not only 
observed in the production of ceramics. A similar prosperity is also observed in the 
workshops of clay figurines and tombstones in Veroia in the 2nd and 1st centuries BC.402 
The end of the Hellenistic period and the Hellenistic "koine" pottery is also a result of 
political events, as the dissolution of the Macedonian kingdom from the Romans 
marked the beginning of a new era with its own characteristics and influences, even in 
pottery.403 
Despite the systematic study of Hellenistic pottery in recent years, further study 
and continuous publication of new findings will significantly contribute to a safer 






396 Tzanavari-Filis 2011, Ζ’ ΕλλΚερ, 455, 
397 Akamatis 2018, Θ’ ΕλλΚερ, 107. 
398 For example the perfume bottles from Veroia follow the Attic production contrary to the pyxides 
which have their own development in Macedonia. 
399 For example see the Hellenistic bowl No. 1 with the Classical one No. 6. 
400 Akamatis 2018, Θ’ ΕλλΚερ, 108. 
401 Xydopoulos 2012, 25. 
402 Allamani-Tzanavari 1999, Ancient Macedonia, 48, 54. 









With incurved rims 
 
1. Foot, part of body and rim. Shallow 
echinus bowl of Hellenistic type. 
Mended from six sherds. Trench B. East 
of wall 2. (Plate 1) 
Clay orange brownish, dull black and 
reddish flaked glaze at both sides. 
A fairly large part of the vessel is 
preserved. The ring foot is preserved 
intact and forms a slight angle profile. 
At the junction of the foot with the 
body, there is a reserved groove. The 
underside is flat with a small nipple and 
a scraped circle. 
At the floor of the bowl there is a groove 
of 2,00 cm length and 0,30 cm width 
probably from an organic material 
which was decomposed. 
Ext. diam. 11,50, Int. diam. 10,40, H. 
3,60 Th. 0,55 cm. 
Ext. diam. of foot 6,10, Int. diam. of 
foot 4,90, Th. 0,60 cm. 
Bibliography: Drougou-Touratsoglou 
1990, Β’ ΕλλΚερ, pl. 48, fig. Δ+Ι 30 
(middle 4th century BC); Agora XXIX, 
pl. 62, fig. 984 (P7362) (310-300 BC); 
Zafeiropoulou-Kolia 1997, Δ’ ΕλλΚερ, 
pl. 213, fig. e (early 3rd century); 
Tzanavari-Filis 2002, Adelt 57, fig. 83 
(ΜΘ 22935) (first quarter of 3rd century 
BC); Kotitsa 2007, pl. 22, fig. 6 
(Πυ1514) (late 4th-early 3rd century 
BC); Karamitrou-Mentesidi 2014, Η’ 
ΕλλΚερ, pl. 84, fig. b (late 4th-early 3rd 
c. BC); Kotitsa 2014, Η’ ΕλλΚερ, pl. 
140, fig. b (late 4th c. BC). 
 
 
2. Part of foot and body. Deep semi 
glazed echinus bowl. Mended from five 
sherds. Trench B. (Plate 1) 
Clay brownish, dull brown irregular 
glaze at the interior and upper exterior 
surface. 
The bowl preserves the almost intact 
ring foot of convex profile and the 
lower convex part of the body. The 
underside has a pointed surface with a 
scraped groove. 
Diam. 10,00, H. 3,70, Th. 0,45 cm. 
 
Ext. diam. of foot 5,20, Int. diam. of 
foot 4,00, Th. 0,65 cm. 
Bibliography: Lilimpaki-Akamati 
1994, pl. 6, fig. a:1 (after the middle of 
2nd century); Agora XXIX, pl. 63, fig. 
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1025    (P    16100)    (110-86    BC); 
Papakonstantinou 1997, Δ’ ΕλλΚερ, 57, 
pl. 44, fig. a (Κ 4338) (early 2nd c.); 
Drougou-Touratsoglou 1998, pl. 11, fig 
c. Π 1265 (second half of 2nd century); 
Adam Veleni-Georgaki-Kalavria- 
Mpoli 2000, Ε’ ΕλλΚερ, pl. 140 fig. c:1 
(second quarter of 2nd – early 1st c. BC); 
Mpougia 2011, Ζ’ ΕλλΚερ, pl. 136, fig. 
b (K 10083) (early 2nd c.); Allamani- 
Tzanavari 1994, Γ’ ΕλλΚερ, pl. 47, fig. 
c:2 (200-180 BC). 
 
 
3. Part of rim and body. Deep echinus 
bowl with rolled rim. Trench B. (Plate 
1) 
Clay greyish, dull greyish glaze. The 
bowl is glazed at the interior and the 
upper exterior surface. The glaze at the 
exterior surface is dripping down 
irregularly. 
Sharply incurved rolled rim. Convex 
wall. 
Diam. 12,20, H. 2,10, Th. 0,40, Th. of 
rim 0,50  cm. Est. diam. 15 cm. 
 
Bibliography: Agora XXIX, pl. 63, fig. 
1023 (P 14334) (ca. 175-150 BC). 
 
 
4. Part of rim and body. Deep echinus 
bowl with incurved rim. Trench B. 
(Plate 2) 
Clay red brownish, dull black glaze at 
the interior and the upper exterior 
surface. The glaze at the exterior 
surface is dripping down irregularly. 
The rolled rim is sharply incurved 
forming an angle inside. 
Diam. 6,20, H. 4,20, Th. 0,50, W. of the 
rim 3,80, Th. of the rim 0,50-0,60 cm. 
 
Bibliography: Proskinitopoulou 2000, 
Ε’ ΕλλΚερ, pl. 209, fig. a (middle 2nd 
century); Pliakou 2014, Η’ ΕλλΚερ, pl. 
21, fig. 7840 (late 2nd-1st century BC). 
 
 
5. Part of rim and body. Deep echinus 
bowl with incurved rim. Trench B. 
(Plate 2) 
Clay greyish, dull greyish glaze. 
 
Scraped groove on the upper almost 
straight wall near the rolled sharply 
incurved rim. 
Diam. 7,00, H. 3,80, Th. 0,50, W. of the 
rim 5,60, Th. of the rim 0,65 cm. 
 
Bibliography: Agora XXIX, pl. 63, fig. 
1007 (P 27433) (ca. 225-175 BC); 
Zafeiropoulou-Chatzidakis 1994, Γ’ 
ΕλλΚερ, pl. 191, fig b (2nd-1st c. BC); 
Eiring 2000, Ε΄’ ΕλλΚερ, pl. 29, fig a:1 
(2nd-1st c. BC); Zhuravlev 2011, Ζ’ 
ΕλλΚερ, pl. 353, fig. e:6. 
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6. Part of rim and body. Classical type. 
Trench B. East of wall 2. (Plate 2) 
Clay orange brownish, shiny black 
glaze. 
There is rouletting decoration at the 
floor of the bowl. 
Diam. 5,90, W. 5,50, Th. 0,70, L. of the 
rim 2,60, Th. of the rim 0,50 cm. 
 
Bibliography: For the shape see Agora 
XXIX, pl. 62, fig. 980 (P 28742) (ca. 
300 BC). 
 
For rouletting decoration see Agora 





With outturned rims 
 
7. Part of rim and body of bowl. Semi 
glazed type. Trench B. (Plate 3) 
Clay brownish, dull brown glaze at the 
interior surface and at the upper 
exterior. 
The glaze at the exterior surface forms 
a zone from lip until the angular 
junction of the convex lower part with 
the straighter upper wall (4,60 cm the 
height of the zone). The rim is 
outturned. 
Diam. 5,10, H. 6,00, Th. 0,50, Th. of the 
rim 0,40 cm. Est. Diam. 17 cm. Possibly 
medium sized bowl. 
Bibliography: Lilimpaki-Akamati 
1989, Adelt, pl. 41, fig. b:3 (89.127) 
(early 3rd century BC); Agora XXIX, pl. 
61, fig. 950 (P 5998) (110-70 BC); 
Drougou-Touratsoglou 1998, pl. 60, Π 
2106 (2nd c. BC). Possible late 2nd 
century. Kotitsa 2007, pl. 40, fig. 13 
(Πυ1154) (late first quarter until early 
second quarter of 3rd century BC); 
Tzanavari-Philis 2011, Ζ’ ΕλλΚερ, pl. 
187, fig. b (ΜΘ 22739) (3rd century); 
Tzanavari-Tsimpidou Auloniti 2018, 




8. Part of rim and body of bowl. Semi 
glazed type. Trench B. (Plate 3) 
Clay orange brownish, dull brown glaze 
at the interior surface and at the upper 
exterior. The glaze at the exterior 
surface is dripping down irregularly. 
At the exterior upper wall, under the 
outturned rim, there are two scraped 
grooves. The lower convex and the 




Diam. 6,80, H. 3,20, Th. 0,50 (at the 
bottom), Th. of the rim 0,40 cm. Est. 
Diam. 10 cm. 
Bibliography: Komvou-Ralli 1997, Δ΄ 
ΕλλΚερ, pl. 161, fig. e (middle 2nd 
century); Agora XXIX, pl. 61, fig. 952 
(P 5997) (110-70 BC). 
 
 
9. Part of rim and body of bowl. 
Hellenistic type. Trench B. (Plate 3) 
Clay brownish, dull black glaze. Totally 
glazed. 
The body of the bowl forms an angular 
junction of the upper straight and lower 
convex bowl. The rim is outturned. 
Diam. 5,00, H. 2,90, Th. 0,50, L. of the 
rim 1,80, Th. of the rim 0,30 cm. Est. 
Diam. 10,50 cm. 
Bibliography: Arapogianni 2011, Ζ’ 
ΕλλΚερ, pl. 43, fig e (first half of 3rd 
century); Kotitsa 2014, Η’ ΕλλΚερ, pl. 
139, fig. b:3 (315-310). 
 
 
10. Part of rim and body of bowl. Semi 
glazed type. Trench B. (Plate 4) 
Clay brownish, dull black and greyish 
glaze at the interior and the upper 
exterior surface (near the rim). 
The junction of the upper and lower 
walls forms an angle, sharper inside. 
The rim is outturned. 
Diam. 4,10, H. 2,65, Th. 0,50, L. of the 
rim 3,30, Th. of the rim 0,50 cm. Est. 
Diam. 9,00 cm. 
Bibliography: Agora XXIX, pl. 61, fig. 
951 (P 5999) (100-70 BC); James 2010, 




11. Part of rim and body of bowl. 
Hellenistic type. Trench A. (Plate 4) 
Clay brownish, dull brownish glaze. 
 
Bowl of regular size with outturned rim 
and angular profile. 
Diam. 4,00, H. 3,10, Th. 0,40, Est. 
Diam. 12,00, L. of the rim 2,20, Th. of 
the rim 0,40 cm. 
Bibliography: Tompson 1934, fig. 117, 
A9 (late 4th c. BC); Agora XXIX, pl. 60, 
fig. 905 (P 28043) (ca. 275 BC). 
 
 
12. Part of rim and body. Deep bowl 
with projecting rim. Trench B. (Plate 4) 
Clay greyish, dull greyish glaze. 
 
Almost straight upper wall with 
outturned rim and traces of potter’s 
wheel at the exterior surface. 
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Diam. 6,10, H. 6,20, Th. 0,60, W. of rim 
5,30, Th. of rim 0,40 cm. 
 
Bibliography: Tompson 1934, 
Hesperia, figs. 28, 85, C6, E50; Agora 
XXIX, pl. 66, fig. 1097 (P 17980) (ca. 
200?); Rotroff 2014, Η’ ΕλλΚερ, pl. 





13. Part or rim and body of saucer with 
projecting rim or deep bowl with 
projecting rim. Trench B. (Plate 5) 
Clay brownish, dull brown glaze at the 
interior surface and some traces of glaze 
at the exterior. 
Projecting rim, which at the junction of 
the rim and the body forms a sharp 
angle inside. 
Diam. 10,40, H. 2,30, Th. 0,45, Th. of 
the rim 0,50 cm. 
 
Bibliography: For plate see Agora 
XXIX, pls. 52, 53, fig. 743, 764, 770 
(225-late 2nd century BC); James 2010, 
pl. 23, fig. 162 (first half of 2nd –first 
quarter of 1st century BC); Vogeikoff- 
Brogan 2011, Ζ’ ΕλλΚερ, pl. 233, fig. 2 
(ca. 225-150 BC). 
 
For bowl see Agora XXIX, pl. 66, figs. 
1090 (P 26890) (275-250 BC). 
For lekanis shaped vessel see Drougou- 
Touratsoglou 1990, Β’ ΕλλΚερ, pl. 53, 
fig. B 15 (1st century BC). 
For fishplate see Mpachlas-Syros 2014, 
Η’ ΕλλΚερ, pl. 70, fig. Κρ277 (second- 
third quarter of 3rd century BC). 
 
 
14. Part or rim and body. Offset rim. 
Trench B. (Plate 5) 
Clay red brownish, dull brownish glaze 
at the interior and the upper exterior 
surface. 
Concave rim on top. At the junction of 
the rim with the floor there is a reserved 
groove. Parallel scraped grooves exists 
at the exterior surface maybe from the 
wheel. 
Diam. 5,60, H. 4,00, Th. 0,60, Th. of the 
rim 0,50 cm. 
 
Bibliography: Tompson 1934, fig. 55, 
D1 (2nd century) (?); Agora XXIX, pl. 
57, fig. 840 (P 3331) (140-110 BC); 
Papoutsi-Wꝲadyka 1994, Γ’ ΕλλΚερ, 
pl. 217, fig. 219 (late 2nd c. BC). 
 
 
15. Part or rim and body of a saucer or 
of deep bowl with projecting rim. 
Trench B. (Plate 5) 




Convex rim on top and a reserved 
groove at the junction of the body with 
the rim. 
Diam. 3,30, H. 3,40, Th. 0,50, Th. of the 
rim 0,45 cm. 
 
Bibliography: Stamoudi 2004, ΣΤ’ 
ΕλλΚερ, pl. 45, fig. K 9277 (late 3rd- 
middle 1st century BC); Deoudi 2018, 
Θ’ ΕλλΚερ, pl. 2, fig. e-h (3rd-2nd 
century); Sarah Japp 2018, Θ’ ΕλλΚερ, 
pl. 1, fig. a:9 (2nd century); Anderson- 
Stojanovic 1997, Δ’ ΕλλΚερ, pl. 6, fig. 
IP 6505 (3rd century). 
For deep bowls see Agora XXIX, pl. 66, 
fig. 1092 (P 16257) (250-220 BC). 
 
 
16. Part of rim and body. Rolled rim. 
Trench A. (Plate 6) 
Clay red brownish, dull brown glaze. 
 
Rolled undercut rim on the inside. At 
the exterior surface, under the rim, there 
are two reserved grooves. 
Diam. 6,20, H. 3,10, Th. 0,50, Th. of the 
rim 0,70 cm. 
 
Bibliography: Agora XXIX, pl. 49, fig. 
682 (P 8575) (150-110 BC). 
 
 
17. Part of rim and body. Thickened 
edge. Trench B. (Plate 6) 
Clay red brownish, dull black glaze at 
the exterior surface, both black and 
brownish glaze at the interior. 
Broad rim, thickened edge with two 
reserved grooves on the upper surface 
and a third groove at the vertical face of 
the rim. At the body there are dots from 
diluted clay. 
Diam. 3,60, H. 2,50, Th. 0,50, Th. of the 
rim 0,70 cm. 
 
Bibliography: Agora XXIX, pl. 45, fig. 





18. Part of base and body. Trench A. 
 
Clay red brownish, dull black and 
brown glaze. (Plate 6) 
In the middle of the floor there is a 
vertical, narrow depression, a thick ring 
and a reserved groove around it. 
Convex ring foot. Flat resting surface. 
Slightly concave underside. 
Diam. 12,90, H. 3,00, Th. 1,10, Diam. 
of the base 8,00, Th. of the base 1,00 
cm. 
Bibliography: Agora XXIX, pl. 51, fig. 
731 (P 23743) (225-175 BC). 
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19. Part of base and body. Trench B. 
(Plate 7) 
Clay orange brownish, dull black glaze. 
 
In the middle of the floor there is a 
beveled narrow depression, a thin ridge 
and a reserved groove around it. 
Convex ring foot. Flat resting surface. 
Slightly nippled underside. 
Diam. 7,30, H. 2,20, Th. 0,90, Diam. of 
the base 5,40, Th. of the base 1,10 cm. 
 
Bibliography: Agora XXIX, pl. 51, fig. 
716 (P 28134) (290-275 BC). 
 
 
20. Part of rim and body. Trench B. 
(Plate 7) 
Clay orange brownish, dull black glaze. 
 
The overhanging rim and the floor of 
the plate formed a vertical angle while 
at the outer edge of the floor, before the 
rim bends down, there is a reserved 
groove. 
Diam. 11,40, Th. 0,70, Diam. of the rim 
10,70, H. of the rim 1,90, Th. of the rim 
0,50 cm. 
Bibliography: Agora XXIX, pl. 50, fig. 
709    (P    25681)    (350-325    BC); 
Lilimpaki-Akamati 1994, pl. 47, fig. 12. 
21. Part of rim and body. Trench B. 
(Plate 7) 
Clay greyish, dull black grey graze. 
 
The overhanging rim and the body form 
a vertical angle. At the outer edge of the 
floor, before the rim bends down, there 
is a reserved groove. 
Diam. 6,60, W. 3,45, Th. 0,70, Diam. of 
the rim 4,70, H. of the rim 2,50, Th. of 
the rim 0,50 cm. 
Bibliography: Agora XXIX, pl. 51, fig. 
726 (P 11445) (ca. 225 BC); Deoudi 




22. Part of rim and body. Trench B. 
(Plate 7) 
Clay greyish, dull grey glaze. 
 
The overhanging rim and the floor of 
the plate form a vertical angle. At the 
outer edge of the floor, before the rim 
bends down, there is a reserved groove. 
Diam. 7,10, W. 5,75, Th. 0,75, Diam. of 
the rim 4,00, H. of the rim 2,50, Th. of 
the rim 0,60 cm. 
Bibliography: Agora XXIX, pl. 50, fig. 
713 (P 23538) (310-290 BC); Cécile 
Harlaut 2018, Θ’ ΕλλΚερ, pl. 2, fig. a:6 




23. Part of body. Hellenistic kantharos 
with straight walls (stage 3). Trench A. 
(Plate 8) 
Clay orange, dull black glaze. 
 
The glaze covers the interior and the 
upper exterior surface, it is dripping 
irregularly (semi glazed). The exterior 
surface is decorated with a reserved 
groove. 
Diam. 6,10, H. 6,40, Th. near the base 
1,05, Th. at the upper wall 0,50, Diam. 
of the stem about 2,50 cm. 
Bibliography: Agora XXIX, pl. 15, fig. 
207    (P    16652)    (240-220    BC); 
Seilheimer 2014, Η’ ΕλλΚερ, pl. 87, 
fig. 4 (250-200 BC); Acheilara 2018, Θ’ 




24. Base and part of body. Hellenistic 
angular kantharos (stage 3). Trench A. 
(Plate 8) 
Clay light brownish, dull black and 
brown glaze. 
Black glazed on both sides except the 
upper exterior surface which bears 
brownish glaze. Between the moldings 
of the intact ring foot there are two 
reserved grooves. Beveled foot inside. 
Flat resting surface. Underside flat 
surface with nipple. The nipple is also 
visible at the floor. 
Diam. 4,30, H. 4,60, Th. 0,40, exterior 
Diam. of the foot 4,10, interior Diam. of 
the foot 3,00, Th. of the foot 0,60 cm. 
Bibliography: Agora XXIX, pl. 15, fig. 
215    (P    16234)    (240-220    BC); 
Sheilheimer 2014, Η’ ΕλλΚερ, pl. 87, 
fig. 5 (250-200 BC); Vasileiou 2018, Θ’ 




25. Spur handle. Classical kantharos or 
Hellenistic straight wall kantharos. 
Trench B. Possibly Classical kantharos. 
(Plate 8) 
Clay orange brownish, dull black glaze. 
 
The rim on which the spur was attached 
must have been a plain rim. 
H. 8,10, Th. 0,80, L. of the spur 5,00, 
W. of the spur 1,70, W. of the spur at 
the junction with the rim 3,50, Th. of the 
spur 1,00 cm. 
Bibliography: Agora XXIX, pls. 5, 14, 
figs. 27, 179 respectively (second 





26. Spur handle. Classical kantharos or 
Hellenistic straight wall kantharos. 
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Trench B. Possibly classical kantharos. 
(Plate 8) 
Clay orange brownish, dull red 
brownish glaze. 
H. of the handle 6,40, Th. 0,60. 
 
Bibliography: Agora XXIX, pls. 5, 14, 
figs. 27, 179 (second quarter of the 4th– 
third quarter of 3rd century BC); 
Chrysostomou 1991, 124 (Λ 962) 
(middle 3rd century). 
 
 
27. Part of body and handle. Classical 
kantharos. Trench B. (Plate 9) 
Clay orange brownish, dull black glaze 
at both sides. 
The black glaze at the exterior surface 
is flaked. At the lower plump wall, 
above the start of the handle, there is a 
reserved groove. 
Diam. 4,60, H. 4,00, Th. of the calyx 
0,45, Th. of the upper wall 0,20 cm. 
Handle: W. 1,70, Th. 0,70 cm. 
 
Bibliography: Agora XXIX, pl. 4, fig. 
15 (P 25679) (290-275 BC); Tzanavari- 
Filis 2002, Adelt 57, fig. 49 (ΜΘ 
22931) (first quarter of 3rd century BC); 
Kotitsa 2007, 40, pl. 4, fig. 4 (Πυ1330) 
(285-275 BC); Eleutheratou 2011, Ζ’ 
ΕλλΚερ, pl. 99, fig. ΝΜΑ 345 (290-275 
BC); Karamitrou-Mentesidi 2011, Ζ’ 
ΕλλΚερ, pl. 176, fig. ΒΕΚ 576 (first 
half of 3rd century BC); Karaba 2018, 
Θ’ ΕλλΚερ, pl. 1, fig. c:3 (3329) (late 
first quarter of 3rd century). 
 
 
28. Part of body. Classical kantharos or 
cup-kantharos. Trench B. (Plate 9) 
Clay grey, dull grey glaze. 
 
At the junction of the upper vertical 
body with the lower plump there is a 
zone with vertical reserved grooves of 
1,00 cm height. Above this zone, at the 
lower plum wall, there is a wide 
reserved groove. 
Diam. 3,30, H. 4,00, Th. 0,40, Th. of the 
zone with the vertical reserved grooves 
0,55 cm. 
Bibliography: Rotroff 1996, fig. 12 (P 
26000) (around 270 BC); Agora XXIX, 
pl. 11, fig. 116 (P 22932) (290-270 BC); 
Intzesiloglou 2000, 174-175, fig. 5 
(KEK 754)   (320-300   BC);   Rotroff 
2013, fig. 37 (P32597) (315-300BC); 
Mpachlas-Syros 2014, Η’ ΕλλΚερ, pl. 
60, fig 1a (Κρ 192) (late 4th c. BC). 
 
 
29. Part of body. Classical kantharos. 
Trench A. (Plate 9) 
Clay orange, shiny black glaze. 
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The lower sharply convex plump body 
is decorated with vertical ribbing (5 ribs 
are preserved). The ribbing is visible 
also in the inner part. 
Diam. 3,20, H. 3,00, Th. on ribbing 
0,60, Th. of upper straight wall 0,40 cm. 
Bibliography: Agora XXIX, pl. 5, fig. 
26 (P 7359) (285-275 BC); Tzanavari- 
Filis 2002, Adelt 57, fig. 50 (ΜΘ 
22541) (ca. 300 BC); Eleutheratou 
2011, Ζ’ ΕλλΚερ, pl. 99, fig. ΝΜΑ 308 
(290-275 BC); Kolia 2006, pl. 3, figs. B 
17, B 16 (first quarter of 3rd century); 
Rotroff 2013, figs. 91, 108 (P 18571, P 




30. Part of body. Classical kantharos. 
Trench B. (Plate 10) 
Clay orange reddish, shiny black glaze. 
The glaze is flaked. 
The decoration of the lower smoothly 
convex plump wall consists of vertical 
widely spaced ribbing. 
Diam 3,00, H. 2,25, Th. on ribbing 0,60, 
Th. of upper straight wall 0,50 cm. 
Bibliography: Agora XXIX, pl. 1, fig. 6 
(P 28711) (325-300 BC); 
Chrysostomou-Chrysostomou 2011, Ζ’ 
ΕλλΚερ, pl. 167, fig. d:2 (early 3rd 
century and after). 
31. Part of body and the start of the 
handle. Classical kantharos. Trench B. 
(Plate 10) 
Clay red brownish, dull black glaze at 
both sides. 
Part of the lower plump convex body, 
the upper straight wall and the origin of 
the handle at the beginning of the lower 
wall. Is preserved the lower wall is 
decorated with a reserved groove (under 
the handle). 
Diam. 4,90, H. 3,70, Th. of the lower 
wall 0,50, Th. of the upper straight wall 
0,30 cm. 
Bibliography: Tompson 1934, fig. 5, 
A28; Agora XXIX, pl. 6, fig. 32 (P 
4410) (285-275 BC); Anderson- 
Stojanovic 1997, Δ’ ΕλλΚερ, pl. 3, fig. 
a (IP 771) (late 4th until second quarter 
of 3rd century BC); Rotroff 2013, fig. 76 




32. Part foot and base. Trenches A and 
B. Two fragments which found in 
different trenches. (Plate 10) 
Clay ash-grey, dull grey glaze. 
 
Raised concave disc and flat rounded 
small foot. Irregular scraped grooves 
appear at the connection of the base 
with the foot. 
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Diam. 1,90, H. 3,20, Th. 0,20-0,40 cm. 
 
Foot: Diam. 2,90, Th. 0,30 cm. 
 
Bibliography: Gianikouri-Patsiada 
1989, Α’ ΕλλΚερ, pl. 48, fig b (early 2nd 
c. BC); Karamitrou-Mentesidi 1991, 
156 (BE 1828); Drougou-Touratsoglou 
1998, pl. 26, Π 1410 (late 2nd – 1st c. 
BC). 
33. Part of foot and base. Trench B. 
(Plate 10) 
Clay red brownish, dull red brownish 
glaze. 
Is preserved the long and thin raised 
stem and the flat rounded small foot. 
Irregular scraped grooves appear at the 
connection of the base with the foot. 
The stem is compact. 
Diam. 1,60, H. 3,60, Th. 0,20-0,40 cm. 
 
Foot: Diam. 2,90, Th. 0,36 cm. 
 
Bibliography: Tsimpidou-Auloniti 
1994, Γ’ ΕλλΚερ, pl. 41, fig. e:b 
(middle 2nd c. BC); Drougou- 
Touratsoglou 1998, pl. 55, Π 1480 (late 
2nd – 1st c. BC). 
 
 
34. Part of rim and neck. Trench A. 
(Plate 10) 
Clay ash-grey, dull black grey glaze. 
Part of thin cylindrical neck and 
thickened downward sloping rim with 
beveled edge. 
Diam. 2,10, H. 3,40, Th. 0,20, Th. of the 
rim 0,50 cm. 
 
Bibliography: Drougou-Touratsoglou 





35. Part of body, rim and the external 
flange. Trench B. (Plate 11) 
Clay orange brownish, dull black glaze 
at both sides. 
The horizontal flange is placed 0,60 cm 
below the plain rim. The upper wall is 
smoothly convex but at the edge of the 
fragment the wall is angular. 
Diam. 3,90, H. 3,70, Th. 0,50. 
 
Rim: L. 3,30, Th. 0,40 cm. 
 
Flange: L. 3,80, W. 0,50, Th. 0,30 cm. 
 
Bibliography: Agora XXIX, pl. 78, fig. 
1257 (P 8925) (115-86 BC); 
Papakonstantinou 1997, Δ’ ΕλλΚερ, pl. 
36, fig. a,c (first half of the 3rd century 
BC); Rotroff 2000, Ε’ ΕλλΚερ, pl. 193, 
fig. 13 (1st c. BC); Drougou- 
Touratsoglou 1990, Β’ ΕλλΚερ, pl. 50, 




36. Part of body, rim and the external 
flange. Trench B. (Plate 11) 
Clay orange brownish, dull red 
brownish glaze at both sides. 
The horizontal flange is placed 0,70 cm 
below the plain rim. The upper wall is 
slightly curved. 
Diam. 4,60, H. 3,10, Th. 0,50. 
 
Rim: L. 3,50, Th. 0,35 cm. 
 
Flange: L. 3,40, W. 0,70, Th. 0,35 cm. 
 
Bibliography: Drougou-Touratsoglou 
1990, Β’ ΕλλΚερ, pl. 50, figs. II 7, II 24 
(late 3rd-early 2nd century BC); Agora 







37. Knob and part of lid. Trench B. 
(Plate 11) 
Clay grey, dull ash-black glaze at both 
sides. 
Shallow undecorated lid, slightly 
convex with broad knob in the form of 
ring foot. The knob is plain flaring 
without moldings. Only two reserved 
grooves are preserved at the interior 
surface, the center of which is pointed 
like a nipple. 
Diam. 9,60, H. 1,90, Th. 0,35-0,75 cm. 
Knob: Diam. 5,00, H. 1,10, Th. 0,60 
cm. 
 
Bibliography: Agora XXIX, pl. 79, fig. 
1268. 
For the knob see Agora XXIX, pl. 78, 
fig. 1272 (P 18760) (200-175 BC); 
Rotroff 2000, Ε’ ΕλλΚερ, pl. 193, fig. 




38. Part of lid. Type A. Trench B. (Plate 
12) 
Clay orange brownish, dull reddish 
glaze at the exterior and dull brown at 
the interior surface. 
Part of the high dome, the thickened 
horizontal flange and the straight wall is 
preserved. At the junction of the dome 
with the horizontal flange there is a 
smooth reserved groove. 
Diam. 5,30, H. 3,30, Th. of the dome 
0,30, Th. of the wall 0,40. 
Flange: Diam. 5,20, W. 1,50, Th. 0,70. 
 
Bibliography: Tompson 1934, 
Hesperia, 403, fig. 91 (E65 a,b) (second 
quarter of the 2nd c. BC); Lilimpaki- 
Akamati 1994, pl. 4, fig 45 (early 
second half of 2nd century); Drougou- 
Touratsoglou 1998, pls. 6, 7, Π 1216, Π 
1219, Π 1221 (just after the middle 2nd 
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century); Kallini 2011, Ζ’ ΕλλΚερ, pl. 
182, fig. a:3 (early second half of 2nd 
century); Nikolaou 2011, Ζ’ ΕλλΚερ, 
pl. 325, fig. e (ΒΕ 15567) (after the 
middle 2nd century). 
 
 
39. Part of lid. Type A. Trench B. (Plate 
12) 
Clay orange, dull black and brown glaze 
at the exterior surface only. 
Part of dome, horizontal flange and 
wall. The flange is plain while on dome 
is preserved a reserved groove. 
Diam. 3,20, H. 2,00, Th. of the dome 
0,30, Th. of the wall 0,40 cm. 
Flange: Diam. 3,00, Th. 0,40 cm. 
 
Bibliography: Agora XXIX, pl. 75, fig 
1220 (P 30937) (275 BC); Kyriakou 
1994, Γ΄ ΕλλΚερ, pl. 138, fig. 2848 (3rd 
century BC); Kyriakou-Zafeiropoulou 






40. Part of angular shoulder, body and 
the start of the handle. Hellenistic type. 
Trench B. (Plate 12) 
Clay orange brownish, dull brownish 
glaze. 
The shoulder is angular but not very 
sharp. The upper wall is slightly 
convex. 
Diam. 7,20, H. 3,50, Th. 0,60 cm. 
 
Bibliography: Agora XXIX, pl. 71, fig. 
1143 (P 19356) (early 3rd c. BC); 
Karamitrou-Mentesidi 2011, Ζ’ 
ΕλλΚερ, pl. 171, fig. 3179 (late 4th- 
early 3rd century); Vrekaj 2014, Η’ 
ΕλλΚερ, pl. 136, fig. 65 (275-250 BC). 
 
 
VASES WITH WEST SLOPE 
DECORATION 
PYXIDES: LIDS 
41. Part of dome and horizontal flange. 
Type A. (?) Trench B. (Plate 13) 
Clay greyish, dull black glaze. 
 
On the dome double reserved groove, 
around it four tears from diluted clay. 
Diam. 4,20, H. 2,20, Th. 0,90 cm. 
 
Flange: W. 1,10, Th. at the edge 0,30 
cm. 
Bibliography: Lilimpaki-Akamati 
1994, pl.43, fig. 380 (ΒΕ 1976/196) 
(late 3rd-first half of the 2nd century BC); 
Tsimpidou-Auloniti 1994, Γ’ ΕλλΚερ, 
pl. 38, fιg. d:1 (Μ.Θ. 12163) (late 3rd 
century BC); Drougou-Touratsoglou 
1998, pl. 25, fig. Π 1343 (just after the 
middle 2nd century); Tzanavari-Filis 
2002, Adelt 57, fig. 68  (ΜΘ 22717) 
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(late first quarter of 3rd century BC); 
Stritsidou-Akamatis 2008, pl. 261, fig. 
177 (2005/141) (early third quarter of 
2nd century BC). 
 
 
42. Part of dome and horizontal flange. 
Type A. (?) Trench A. (Plate 13) 
Clay greyish, dull black glaze only at 
the exterior surface. 
At the center of the dome there is a 
relief circle, around it teardrops from 
diluted clay and dots from white color. 
Diam. 3,10, H. 1,60, Th. 0,50, Th. of 
flange 0,20-0,40, Th. of vertical wall 
0,40 cm. 
Bibliography: Pliakou 2014, Η’ 
ΕλλΚερ, pl. 16, fig. e. 
 
 
43. Part of dome. Type A. (?) Trench A. 
(Plate 13) 
Clay orange, dull black glaze at the 
interior surface and black brownish at 
the exterior. 
At the higher level of dome two 
reserved grooves define a medal in 
lower level, which are decorated with a 
palmette from diluted clay. 
Max.p.dim.: Diam. 4,80, H. 1,90, Th. 
0,70, Th. 0,50 cm. 
Bibliography: For the shape see Agora 
XXIX, pl. 76, fig. 1237 (late 2nd-early 
1st c. BC). 
For the decoration see Chara Kappa 
2014, Η’ ΕλλΚερ, pl. 44, fig c, d 
(middle 2nd c. BC). 
 
 
44. Part of horizontal flange of pyxis’ 
lid or plate’s. Trench A. (Plate 13) 
Clay orange, dull black glaze. 
 
On the rolled rim ivy garland with 
incised branch framed by a reserved 
groove. 
L. 3,60, W. 2,10, Th. 0,60, Th. of the 
rim 3,00 cm. 
 
Bibliography: Drougou-Touratsoglou 
1990, Β’ ΕλλΚερ, pl. 42, fig. II 15 (late 
3rd-early 2nd c. BC); Allamani- 
Tzanavari 1990, Β’ ΕλλΚερ, pls. 80, 81, 
figs. Π 5193, Π 2379 (after the middle 
2nd century, second quarter of 2nd 
century); Kyriakou 1994, Γ’ ΕλλΚερ, 
190, pl. 140, fig. a:1 (5043) (first half of 
3rd century BC); Lilimpaki-Akamati 
1994, pls. 39, 47, figs. 325, 16 (middle 
2nd century BC and after, second half of 
3rd century BC); Drougou-Touratsoglou 
1998, 54, 75, pls. 24, 51, 68, 69, figs. Π 
1335, Π 1421 (after the middle 2nd 
century, second quarter of 2nd century); 
Kolia 2004, ΣΤ’ ΕλλΚερ, 539, pl. 260, 
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fig. e (late 4th-early 3rd century BC); 
Stritsidou-Akamatis 2008, 199-200, 
pl.68, fig. 400 (150-125 BC); Lungu 
2011, Ζ’ ΕλλΚερ, pl. 215, fig. a (240- 
220 BC); Kotitsa 2013, 75, fig. 14 
(second quarter of 3rd century BC); 
Mpachlas-Syros 2014, Η’ ΕλλΚερ, pl. 
60, figs. Κρ2087 Κρ193 (second half of 
the 4th century BC); Poulakakis 2014, 
Η’ ΕλλΚερ, pl. 208, figs., a, c, e (early 
3rd-early 2nd century BC); Peristeri- 
Papadopoulou-Garoufa 2018, Θ’ 
ΕλλΚερ, pl. 4, figs. a:1, b:2 (middle 3rd, 




45. Part of shoulder of askos. Guttus. 
Hellenistic type. Trench B. (Plate 13) 
Clay orange reddish, shiny black glaze. 
 
Decoration with incised branches and 
West Slope ivy leaves. On the almost 
straight shoulder a reserved groove, just 
before the sharp angle. 
Diam. 3,60, H. 1,00, Th. 0,50. 
 
Bibliography: For the shape see Agora 
XXIX, pl. 83, figs. 1144 (P 30938) 
(290-275 BC). 
 
For the decoration see Anderson- 
Stojanovic 2000, Ε’ ΕλλΚερ, pl. 203, 
fig. e (second quarter of the 3rd century 
BC); Stritsidou-Akamatis 2008, pl. 74, 
fig. 413 (ca. middle 2nd century BC); 
Poulakakis 2014, Η’ Ελλ. Κερ., pl. 208, 




46. Part of rim and body of kantharos. 
Bolster Cup. Trench A. (Plate 14) 
Clay light orange, dull black glaze. 
 
Decorated with olive garland and two 
reserved grooves under the rim. 
H. 4,20, W. 2,80, Th. 0,40 cm, W. of the 
rim 0,50 cm. 
 
Bibliography: For the shape see: Agora 
XXIX, pl. 15, figs. 165, 166 (P 7379, P 
7760) (300-280 BC). 
 
For decoration see: Agora XXIX, pl. 21, 
fig. 226 (P 19041) (ca. 250 BC); Rotroff 
2013, 128, 160, figs. 54, 92 (P 5349, P 
19041) (ca. 250BC); Seilheimer 2014, 




47. Part of body of kantharos. Classical, 
Cup kantharos, Hellenistic with straight 
walls or angular. Trench A. (Plate 14) 
Clay orange brownish, dull black glaze. 
 
Two painted lines, below garland with 
teardrops and above white dots. 
H. 3,85, W. 2,60, Th. 0,50 cm. 
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Bibliography: Agora XXIX, pls. 5, 7, 
16, 17, figs. 46, 73, 170, 188 (P 7764, P 
28049, P 907, P 1081) (290-270, ca. 
275, 310-290, 275-250) respectively. 
 
For the decoration and the spearhead 
necklace see Scӓfer 1968, pl.18, fig. 
D70 (2nd century); Doulgeri- 
Intzesiloglou 1994, Γ’ ΕλλΚερ, pl. 282, 
and one dot in the center. Bellow the 
ovules there is a reserved groove. 
L. 3,90, W. 2,70, Th. 0,30 cm. 
 
Bibliography: Chrysostomou 1991, 127 
(Λ 975) (late 3rd-early 2nd century BC); 
Agora XXIX, pl. 21, fig. 333 (P 747) 
(280-260 BC); Triantafyllidis 2011, Ζ’ 
ΕλλΚερ, pl. 280, fig. a (2nd century BC); 
fig. e:1 (before the middle 3rd until the 
middle 2nd century BC); Kogler 2010, 
pl. 67, fig. Imp.65 (late 3rd-middle 2nd 
Bozkova 2014, 205-206, fig. 18 (3rd 
century BC). 
-2nd 
century BC); Tzanavari-Filis 2011, Ζ’ 
ΕλλΚερ, pls. 187, 189, 190, figs. b:1, 2, 
c:3, a, b:2 (first quarter of 3rd century 
BC); Seilheimer 2013, fig. 3 (3rd 
century BC); Seilheimer 2014, Η’ 
ΕλλΚερ, pls. 85, 87, figs. 7, 3 (3rd-2nd 
century BC); Panti 2014, Η’ ΕλλΚερ, 
pl. 214, fig. a:h (2nd century BC); 
Peristeri-Papadopoulou-Garoufa 2018, 





48. Part of body of cup with interior 
decoration. Trench B. (Plate 14) 
Clay brownish, dull black glaze. 
 
All the exterior surface of the fragment 
was covered with grooves. The interior 
surface is smooth with ionic ovules, 
which are drawn with three incised lines 
49. Part of body of cup with interior 
decoration. Trench B. (Plate 14) 
Clay brownish, dull black glaze. 
 
The exterior surface was covered with 
reserved grooves. The interior is 
smooth with a reserved groove, below 
of which was the decoration. 
L. 3,70, W. 2,60, Th. 0,30 cm. 
 




50. Part of body of cup with interior 
decoration. Trench B. (Plate 14) 
Clay brownish, dull black glaze. 
 
The exterior surface is covered with 
reserved grooves. The interior is 
smooth. 
L. 4,40, W. 3,30, Th. 0,30 cm. 
 
Bibliography: See No. 48. 
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51. Part of body of cup with interior 
decoration. Trench B. (Plate 14) 
Clay brownish, dull black glaze. 
 
The exterior surface is covered with 
reserved grooves. The interior is 
smooth. 
L. 2,20, W. 1,40, Th. 0,30 cm. 
 





52. Part of neck of oinochoe or wheel 
made amphora. Trench A. (Plate 15) 
Clay orange reddish, dull black glaze at 
the exterior surface and at the interior 
black glaze at the upper and brownish at 
the lower level. 
Decorated with two lines and garland 
with tear drops. 
Diam. 4,60, H. 5,60, Th. 0,50 cm. 
 
Bibliography: For oinochoe see Agora 
XXIX, pl. 34, fig. 464 (P 17408) (250- 
235 BC). 
 
For wheel made amphora see Agora 
XXIX, pl. 30, fig. 434 (P 6287) (ca. 
140). 
 
For the decoration see Tompson 1934, 
327, fig. 10 A73 (4th century BC); 
Lilimpaki-Akamati 1994, pl. 5, fig 27 
(early first half of 2nd c. BC); Drougou- 
Touratsoglou 1998, pl. 66, figs. Π 2171, 
Π 2173 (late 3rd-early 2nd century BC); 
Mpatsiou-Eustathiou – Sxiza 2004, ΣΤ’ 
ΕλλΚερ, pl. 1, fig. b:2 (third quarter of 
3rd century); Triatafyllopoulou 2004, 
ΣΤ’ ΕλλΚερ, pl. 13, fig. c (ca. 300); 
James 2010, pl. 6, fig. 51 (2nd century 
BC); Karamitrou-Mentesidi 2014, Η’ 
ΕλλΚερ, pl. 81, Τφ. 57, 1589 (late 3rd 
century BC); Bozkova 2014, fig. 3 
(middle 3rd-2nd century BC); 
Karamitrou-Mentesidi 2018, Θ’ 
ΕλλΚερ, pl. 4, fig. a (ca. 277-239 BC); 
Peristeri-Papadopouluo-Garoufa 2018, 




53. Part of neck and rim of oinochoi. 
Chous. Trench B. (Plate 15) 
Clay light brown yellowish, dull light 
brownish glaze at the exterior surface 
and dull black at the interior. 
Chous possibly with trefoil mouth, 
which is not preserved. On the neck 
myrtle branch with single black berries 
alternating with leaves. 
L. 2,90, H. 3,70, Th. 0,40, W. of the rim 
0,50 cm. cm. 
 
Bibliography: For the shape see Agora 




For the decoration see Agora XXIX, pl. 
7, fig. 72 (P 7358) (300-275 BC). 
 
 
54. Part of neck and shoulder of 
lagynos. Trench A. (Plate 15) 
Clay red brownish, shiny red brownish 
glaze. 
Decorated with incised spiral waves on 
neck and an incised branch with painted 
floral motif on shoulder. Reserved 
groove at the junction of neck with 
shoulder. 
Diam. 4,60, H. 3,70, Th. 0,80 cm. 
 
Bibliography: For the shape see Rotroff 
1996, fig. 18; Agora XXIX, pl. 37, fig 
495 (P 7041) (175-160 BC). 
 
For the decoration see Agora XXIX, pl. 
25, figs. 264-270 (225-200 BC); 
Nikolaou 2000, fig. I and 11, BE 17785 
(after the middle 2nd century BC); 
Selekou 2011, Ζ’ ΕλλΚερ, pl. 83, fig. 
ΜΘ 2981 (late 3rd century BC); 
Nikolaou 2011, Ζ’ ΕλλΚερ, pl. 236, fig. 
e (BE 17785) (after the middle 2nd 
century); Poulakakis 2014, Η’ ΕλλΚερ, 
pl. 210, fig. c (early 3rd-early 2nd century 
BC); Karamitrou-Mentesidi 2018, Θ’ 
ΕλλΚερ, pl. 7, fig. a:1 (second half of 
4th century BC). 
PLATES 
55. Part of rim of plate (decorated 
plate). Trench A. (Plate 16) 
Clay orange, shiny black glaze. 
 
The surface was decorated with trefoil 
leaves from diluted clay and incised 
branches in West Slope style. An 
incised reserved line is also visible 
under the rolled rim. 
L. 3,00, W. 2,00, Th. 0,55, Th. of the 
rim 0,60 cm. 
 
Bibliography: For the shape see Agora 
XXIX, pl. 57, fig. 832 (P 25972) (225- 
200 BC). 
 
For the decoration see Nikolaidou- 
Patera 1994, Γ’ ΕλλΚερ, pl. 52, fig. A 
4227 (first half of 3rd century); 
Kyriakou 1994 Γ’ ΕλλΚερ, pl. 140, fig. 
a:1 (5043) (first half of 3rd BC); Deoudi 
2014, Η’ ΕλλΚερ, pl. 47, fig. 11 (3rd 
century BC); Poulakakis 2014, Η’ 
ΕλλΚερ, pl. 208, fig. c, e (early 3rd-early 
2nd c. BC); Vasileiou 2018, Θ’ ΕλλΚερ, 




56. Part of rim of plate (thickened 
edge). Trench B. (Plate 16) 




Reserved groove near the rim, from 
where starts the incised and painted 
decoration of West Slope with 
spearhead necklace and olive garland. 
Thickened rim with reserved groove at 
the vertical face. 
L. 3,70, W. 2,10, Th. 0,65, Th. of the 
rim 2,20 cm. 
 
Bibliography: For the shape see: Agora 
XXIX, pl. 45, fig. 624 (P 18767) (ca. 
275 BC) (?). 
 
For the spearhead necklace see 
Tsimpidou-Auloniti 1994, Γ’ ΕλλΚερ, 
pl. 39, fig. c:3 (middle 3rd century); 
Nikolaidou-Patera 1994, Γ’ ΕλλΚερ, pl. 
53, fig. A 4206 (3rd, first half of the 3rd 
century); Anderson-Stojanovic 2000, 
Ε΄ΕλλΚερ, pl. 203, fig. d (275-200 BC). 
For the olive garland see Tompson 
1934,   339,   444,   fig.   19,   B   25; 
Archontidou-Argiri 1990, Β’ ΕλλΚερ, 
pl. 66, fig. 8065 (late 3rd - 2nd); 
Lilimpaki-Akamati 1994, pl. 39, fig. 
325 (middle 2nd century or just after); 
Scöne-Denkinger 1994, Γ’ ΕλλΚερ, pl. 
11, fig. b:4 (after 300 BC); Nikolaidou- 
Patera 1994, Γ’ ΕλλΚερ, pl. 53, fig. A 
4205 (3rd, first half of the 3rd century); 
Stritsidou-Akamatis 2008, pl. 70, fig 
412 (middle 3rd- after middle 2nd 
century BC); Anderson-Stojanovic 
2000, Ε΄ΕλλΚερ, pl. 203, fig. f (275- 
200 BC); Seilheimer 2014, Η’ ΕλλΚερ, 
pl. 86, fig. 15 (2nd century BC); 
Tzanavari - Tsimpidou-Auloniti 2018, 
Θ’ ΕλλΚερ, pl. 3, fig. d (late 4th-early 
3rd century BC); Peristeri- 
Papadopoulou-Garoufa 2018, Θ’ 
ΕλλΚερ, pl. 4, fig. a:3 (middle 3rd 
century BC). 
For both spearhead necklace and olive 
garland see Lilimpaki-Akamati 1994, 
pls. 29, 39, figs. 266, 327 (middle or 
after 2nd c. BC). 
 
 
57. Part of rim and body of plate 
(thickened edge). Trench B. (Plate 16) 
Clay light orange, dull black glaze. 
 
Reserved groove under the rim from 
which starts a series of incised ovules 
with trefoil leaves. Reserved groove at 
the face of the rim. 
L. 5,90, W. 3,60, Th. 1,10 cm. 
 
Bibliography: For the shape see: Agora 
XXIX, pl. 45, fig. 624 (P 18767) (ca. 
275 BC) (?). 
 
For the decoration see: Lilimpaki- 
Akamati 1994, pl. 4, fig 25 (early 
second half of 2nd century BC); Deoudi 
2014, Η’ ΕλλΚερ, pl. 47, fig. 14 (3rd 
century BC); Papakosta 2005, Ell Ker 
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58. Part of body and intact foot. 
Classical type. Trench A. (Plate 17) 
Clay orange brownish, dull black glaze 
at both sides, at the resting surface and 
undersides. 
Flaring ring foot, flat underside with 
nipple. Slightly convex profile. Scraped 
groove at the junction of foot with body. 
At the center of the floor four radiating 
linked palmettes with rouletting made 
of long oblique lines. 
Diam. 4,80, H. 1,50, Th. 0,40, Diam. of 
the foot 4,60, Th. of the foot 0,50 cm. 
 
Bibliography: Drougou-Touratsoglou 





59. Part of body and foot of plate (half 
of the foot and more than half of the 
floor preserved). Mended from three 
sherds. Trench B. (Plate 17) 
Clay ash, dull grey glaze at the interior 
surface. 
Ring foot with flaring convex profile. 
Flat resting surface. Reserved groove at 
the lower inner face of the foot. 
Underside beveled and sharply pointed. 
Slightly convex lower wall of body. At 
the center of the floor a rosette with four 
free palmettes, one of which is partly 
preserved. The stamped decoration is 
framed by two reserved grooves. 
Diam. 9,80, H. 2,40, Th. 0,50, Diam. of 
the foot 6,00, Th. of the foot 0,65 cm. 
 
Bibliography: For the shape see Agora 
XXIX, pl. 53, fig. 759 (P 19948) (150- 
110 BC). 
 
For the decoration see Drougou- 
Touratsoglou 1990, Β’ ΕλλΚερ, pl. 45, 
fig. B1 (1st century BC) (?); Leon- 
Mitsopoulou 1994, Γ’ ΕλλΚερ, pl. 102, 
figs. 28, 30 (3rd-2nd c. BC); Andreatou- 
Papaggelopoulou-Perati 2011, Ζ’ 
ΕλλΚερ, pl. 320, fig. e. 
 
 
60. Part of foot and floor of plate 
(almost the half of the foot and the floor 
is preserved). Trench B. (Plate 17) 
Clay orange reddish, dull fully red 
brownish glaze. 
Ring foot with convex profile. Flat 
resting surface. Underside slightly 
beveled foot with flat surface and a 
scraped groove. Concave reserved 
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groove at the junction of the foot with 
the lower body. Three stamped palmette 
preserved at the floor. 
Diam. 8,60, H. 1,60, Th. 0,50, Diam. of 
the foot 8,60, Th. of the foot 0,80 cm. 
 
Bibliography: Drougou-Touratsoglou 
1990, Β’ ΕλλΚερ, pl. 42, fig. II 13 (late 





RELIEF BOWLS OR MEGARIAN 
BOWLS 
61. Part of rim and body. Trench B. 
(Plate 18) 
Clay orange, dull browish glaze. 
 
Floral rim pattern and a wide reserved 
groove between the floral zone and the 
rim, which defined by two ridges. 
Diam. 5,40, H. 2,80, Th. 0,40 cm. 
 
Bibliography: Panti 2018, Θ’ ΕλλΚερ, 
pl. 1, fig. a:h (2nd century or later). 
 
 
62. Part of body. Trench B. (Plate 18) 
 
Clay orange brownish, dull brown 
glaze. 
Floral pattern with nymphaea caerulea. 
Between them shoots ending in spiral. 
H. 5,00, W. 4,30, Th. 0,70 cm. 
Bibliography: Agora XXII, pl. 65, fig. 
371 (after 150 BC); Gravani 1997, Δ’ 
ΕλλΚερ, pls. 239, 244, figs. d, a (late 
3rd-2nd century BC); Gravani 2000, Ε’ 
ΕλλΚερ, pl. 238, figs. 173, 150 (late 3rd, 
early 2nd century respectively); 
Vasileiou 2018, Θ’ ΕλλΚερ, pl. 9, fig. i 
(2nd century BC). 
 
 
63. Part of body. Trench B. (Plate 18) 
Clay grey, dull grey glaze. 
Floral pattern with nymphaea caerulea. 
Between them twisted shoots, from 
which tendrils emerge. Calyx with 
akanthus leaves. 
H. 3,20, W. 3,60, Th. 0,60 cm. 
 
Bibliography: Akamatis 1993, pls. 136- 
162; Adam-Veleni, 1997, Δ’ ΕλλΚερ, 
pl.114, figs. c,d (second half of 2nd-first 
half of 1st century BC); Adam-Veleni 
2011, Ζ’ Ελλ. Κερ., pl. 151, 152, fig. b, 
c (second half of 2nd-first half of 1st 
century BC); Zachos 2004, ΣΤ’ 
ΕλλΚερ, pl. 256, fig. b (225-150 BC); 
Lilimpaki-Akamati – Akamatis 2006, 
33; Panti 2018, Θ’ ΕλλΚερ, pl. 5, fig. a 
(second half of 2nd century BC). 
 
 
64. Part of body. Trench B. (Plate 18) 
Clay greyish, dull grey glaze. 
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Besides five rosettes a bunch of grapes 
and above an arched zone, like garland, 
made by beading. 
Diam. 6,90, H. 4,20, Th. 0,50, Th. on 




65. Part of body. Trench A. (Plate 18) 
Clay orange, dull brownish glaze. 
Bearded man who raised the left arm. 
He holds probably cobs. 




66. Part of body. Trench B. (Plate 18) 
Clay grey, dull grey glaze. 
Figure wearing short chiton with its five 
folds and chimation. It is visible the 
right hand and the end of the chimation. 
At the interior surface there is a 
reserved groove. 




67. Part of body. Trench A. (Plate 19) 
Clay grey, dull grey glaze. 
Bearded man. Is preserved the half of 
the face and the hand with which he 
touches his head. 
H. 2,80, W. 3,50, Th. 0,60 cm. 
68. Part of body. Trench B. (Plate 19) 
 
Clay yellow brownish, dull brownish 
glaze. 
Preserved is the forepart of a horse or a 
centaur. 
H. 5,40, W. 2,70, Th. 0,60 cm. 
 
Bibliography: Agora XXII, pls. 24, 25, 




69. Base and part of body. Trench A and 
B (two fragments). (Plate 19) 
Clay red browinsh, dull red brownish 
glaze. 
Plastic ring foot framed by a reserved 
groove. Underside nippled. At the body 
exist vertical scraped grooves. 
Diam. 6,40, H. 2,00, Th. 1,00, Diam of 
foot 3,10. 
 
Bibliography: Panti 2014, Η’ ΕλλΚερ, 
pl. 215, fig. b:b; Panti 2018, Θ’ Ελλ. 




70. Part of lid. Type B (?). Trench B. 
(Plate 19) 




Preserved the medallion of the lid with 
two heads. Possibly a couple with 
touching heads. 
Diam. 3,80, Th. 0,50 Th. on heads 1,40 
cm. 
Bibliography: Agora XXIX, pl. 37, figs. 
384,   385   (240-200,   175-150   BC 
respectively); Lilimpaki-Akamati 1994, 
pls. 29, 30, figs. 267, 269, 271 (middle 
2nd century or just after); Tsilogianni 
2018, Θ’ ΕλλΚερ, pl. 2, figs. g, h (first 
half of 2nd century). 
 
 
OTHER RELIEF PIECES ON VASES 
71. Handle.Trench B. (Plate 19) 
 
Clay orange, dull red brownish glaze. 
 
At the origin of the handle exists a 
mask. 
H. 5,40, W. 3,70, Th. 1,10, H. of face 
1,90, W. of face 1,40 cm. 
 
Bibliography: Lilimpaki-Akamati - 
Akamatis 2006, 28. 
 
 
72. Lion’s head spout. Trench B. (Plate 
19) 
Clay orange, dulll black glaze. 
Lion head in a medallion. 
H. 3,10, W. 3,90, Th. 0,35, Diam. of 
medal 2,70, H. of lion head 1,90, W. 
1,50 cm. 
Bibliography: Zhuravlev 2011, Θ’ 





73. Part of shoulder and body. Trench 
B. (Plate 20) 
 
Clay orange light brownish, shiny black 
glaze. 
Enclosed palmette. Preserves the 
central leaf, two from the left, part of the 
first right leaf and the two left arched 
lines that encolsed the palmette. 
Diam. 3,70, H. 2,20, Th. 0,40 cm. 
 
Bibliography: Egglezou 2005, ΕλλΚερ 
Κρήτης, pl. 101, fig. 561 (second half of 
4th century); Karamitrou-Mentesidi 
2011, Ζ’ ΕλλΚερ, pl. 174, fig. 1544 
(late 4th-early 3rd century); Tzanavari- 
Filis 2011, Ζ’ ΕλλΚερ, pl. 185, fig. a 
(middle 4th century); Kallini 2014, H’ 
ΕλλΚερ, pl. 213, fig. a:b (4th century 
BC); Akamatis 2018, pls. 210-215, figs. 




74. Part of body. Trench A. (Plate 20) 
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Clay orange, shiny black glaze at both 
sides. 
At the upper level there is a line with 
egg and dot pattern (four ovules are 
preserved). Below thyrsus. 
H. 2,70, L. 3,90, Th. 0,70 cm. 
 
Bibliography:   Rotroff-Oakley   1992, 
Hesperia, 69-76, pls. 8, 10-15, 17, 20- 
21, figs. 30, 36-38, 41, 48 (P 30121, 
P30013, P 30014, P 30002, P30011, 
P29983, P 30019) (first half of the 5th 
century BC); Stefani-Pappas 2014, H’ 
ΕλλΚερ, pl. 55, figs. a, e (late 5th-early 










































































































































































































































































































































































































West Slope Decoration 
Pyxides No. 43, No. 42, No. 41 and No. 44. Guttus No. 45. 

















Kantharoi No. 46 and No. 47. Fragments of cup with interior decoration Nos. 50, 49, 
48 and 51. 








































































































































No. 65 No. 66 
 







Relief moldmade bowls Nos. 61, 62, 63, 64, 65 and 66. 

































Relied moldmade bowls Nos. 67 and 68. Bowl with incised decoration No. 69. Pyxis’ 
medallion No. 70. Lion’s head spout No. 72. Handle with relief theatrical mask No. 
71. 














































Red Figured Vessels 
Squat lekythos No. 73. Krater No. 74. 
   No. 74     No. 73  
